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a By-product of the BRITISH Steel Industry 
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Packed In 140 lb. BRITISH Says 
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we have established a world-wide reputation There can 
be no question regarding their efficiency or good value for 
money. Likewise you will derive equal satisfaction from 
the use of our Livestock Remedies and Disinfectants. 
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The safe and sure Rat Poison. 
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CATALINE is suitable for all kinds 
of Livestock. It is a perfect antidote 
in inflammation of the Lungs and Kid¬ 
neys. It relieves pain. 

In Udder-Ill one or two drenches will 
render the milk perfectly good, with¬ 
out diminishing its quantity, and 
effect a complete cure, although the 
Udder may be swollen to twice its 
ordinary size, and the milk full of 
clots. No bathing or rubbing. 

Gripes, Chills and Inflammation in 
Horses and Sheep are disposed of in 
the same summary manner ; in short, 
every disease of an inflammatory 
natfure, whether local or general, 
marked by acute suffering, yields 
promptly to its powerful and controlling 
influence. 


Philip Baker, the well- 
known breeder of Pedi¬ 
gree Shorthorns and 
Friesians, of Wildmoor, 
Stratford-on-Avon, 
writes October 28th, 1925: 

M It gives pleasure to 
state that we have used 
Cataune both as a 
preventive 'of judder 
trouble and as a cure 
with our herds oi Pedi¬ 
gree Daily Shorthorns 
and Friosians. It has 
never tailed to cure or 
give relief, and, generally 
speaking, when it has 
been administered to a 
cow where trouble was 
suspected, the crisis has 
passed over quite satis¬ 
factorily. An astute 
neighbour recommended 
Cataune to me and 
was very definite in the 
benefits which have 
arisen in the numerous 
cases when it has been 
used in his Herd and 
under his advice.” 


Sold In bottles 
wmtifntag Sufficient 
medicine to make 


Id Lamb Drenches. EACH Of all Chemists 

8 Sheep, or Calf Drenches. DEENCH and Stores 

4 Hone or Cow Drenches. CURES t at 3/9 per Bottle. 


When asking your trader for CATAUNE don't lje palmed off with some other drench 
“as the same thing,” or as “just as good,” which Is recommended for the sake of 
extra profit. There Is no other drench In the world that acts like CATAUNE. 

The Sole Makers, Tin OttaHne do* Bristol, win post to your door. 12 bottlee containing 
sufficient medicine to make 48 Cow, 98 Sheep, Goat, Calf or Fig Drenches for 45/-. 
Payment must accompany order. 
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1 ANGLO'S I 

VAPORISING 




OIL 


Anglo’s Vaporising Oil is highly refined, 
and may therefore be relied on at all 
times for clean running and consistent 
power for every description of Farm 
and Dairy work. 

For business and household power 
requirements or for generating electric 
light, Anglo’s Vaporising Oil is ideal. 
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I ft* 
Official 
Fuel 

Lincoln 
& Shrewsbury 
Tractor J 
Trials 


The Best Spirit for your Car. 

D O A 'T V "| 'Q Uniform Everywhere. 
L Ivxx I I O Reliable always. 


ANGLO-AMERICAN OIL CO.. LTD., 
36. Queen Anne’. Gate, London, S.W.l. 
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•TONS* 

MANGOLDS 

Per Statute Acre 


This seemingly impossible weight has been grown from Webbs* 
Seed and Webbs* Special Manure in 1925. See photo of Crop 
and proof Certificate by independent witnesses in 


FARM MANUAL 



The most Interesting SEED and MANURE 
BOOK of the Year. Poll of useful informa¬ 
tion and Good Things for Agriculturists, 

Send for a copy to-day Post fra. on request 

Messrs. Webb offer HUNDREDS OP POUNDS 
IN CASH PRIZES for Roots, etc. 

The WORLD’S BEST BREEDS OF SEED CORN, ROOT SEEDS, 
GRASS & CLOVER SEEDS and SPECIAL MANURES for ALL CROPS 

WEBB & SONS LTD,, B2“F6*SSSl5 STOURBRIDGE 


WEBBS’ 

ROOT SEEDS. 

The World's Premier Breeds 
for Weight and Quality. 

MANGOLDS from lOd, lb. 
SWEDES.. . „ 1/6 „ 

TURNIPS „ 1/- „ 

Estimates for Quantities. 

SPECIALITIES. 


PERFECTION Mangold. 
BALMORAL Swede. 
EMPIRE Swede. 
IMPERIAL Swede. 

GREEN GLOBE Turnip. 
PURPLE MAMMOTH Tp. 
INVINCIBLE Y. Turnip, 



Messrs. Webb have 
the honour of supply¬ 
ing Seed Com, Crass 
Seeds, and Root Seeds 
for HM the King’s 
Home Farms. * 


on Cover of 
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Manual for 1926. 


WEBBS’ 

GRASS SEEDS. 
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millions of acres. 

A ORB 

ONE YEAR’S LAY at 18/6 
TWO YEARS’ LAY „ 26/6 
3 or 4 YEARS’ LAY „ 33/- 
PERMANENTS .. „ 40/- 

Cheaper Mixtures if required. 

Mixtures of tbs best and 
most suitable Grasses and 
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and purposes. 

Estimates for Quantities. 
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for Temporary or Permanent 
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the Specialists. 
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JOURNAL 

OF THE 

ROYAL AGRICULTURAL 
SOCIETY OF ENGLAND 

THE EVOLUTION OF THE DAIRY COW 
AS I HAVE KNOWN IT 

It is somewhere about thirty-seven years ago that I went with 
the late Mr. Salisbury Baxendale and Mr. John Frederick Hall 
—two well-known breeders of Jersey cattle—to discuss with a 
Committee of the British Dairy Farmers Association the advis¬ 
ability of carrying out Butter Test Competitions at the London 
Dairy Show with “ scalded ” cream instead of with cream 
obtaired through the then comparatively new mechanical 
cream separator; it being the contention of the Jersey breeders 
that more reliable results were obtained when “ scalded ” cream 
was used. Times have altered since then and the separator, 
which in those days made a horrible noise, now runs so quietly 
and does its work so well that without it it would now be almost 
impossible to get through the big butter test trials that are 
undertaken at the Royal Agricultural and the London Dairy 
Shows. This was my introduction to experimental work in 
connection with the Butter Test trials, but as the “ Evolution 
of the Dairy Cow ” is the limiting factor of this article I propose 
to put on one side the semi-scientific work connected with them 
and to confine my remarks to the improvement that I have 
observed in Pedigree Dairy Cattle in this country, largely 
attributable to these two trials. 

For similar reasons I pass over the position at that time of * 
the Milk Industry and of the difficulties connected with it— 
suffice it to say that “ Beef ” rather* than “ Milk ” was the 
desideratum of the breeders of pedigree stock, and that it has 
taken many years to get the type and general appearance of 
the Dairy Cow r recognised. 
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2 The Evolution of the Dairy Cow as I have Known it. 

To show how great has been the increase in the number of 
Herd Book Societies I give the number of the Pedigree Breeds 
of cattle exhibited at the Derby “ Royal ” Show in 1881— 
the year in which I became a member of the Society—and of 
those represented at Chester last July, feeling sure that the 
figures will come as a surprise to many. At Derby, the following 
eight breeds of cattle were present—Shorthorns, Herefords, 
Devons, Sussex, Longhorns, Jerseys, Guernseys and Norfolk 
and Suffolk Polled, while at Chester no fewer than twenty- 
two breeds of pedigree cattle were exhibited, to twelve of 
which milk-yield prizes were offered. It is only fair to the 
“ Royal ” to mention that at Derby prizes were offered for 
Dairy Cows of any breed or cross, but as there were only four 
entries for the three classes, and one of these was not forth¬ 
coming owing to an accident on the railway, the actual number 
of exhibits was reduced to three, which would look as if the 
“ Milk Cow ” was not a good type of animal, and that the speci¬ 
mens from non-pedigree hcids weio capable of improvement. 

There had, however, been a gojd deal of pioneer work at 
that time, the Agricultural Hall Auctioneer and Agency Co. 
having started a Show and Auction at Islington some four 
years before this. Their successor, the British Dairy Farmers' 
Association, held a Show at Islington in 1879, where apparently 
for the first time prizes were given to cows for their milk yields, 
quantity alone being taken into consideration in making the 
awards. This raised a protest from a competitor who wrote 
that “ simply measuring or weighing the quantity of milk 
irrespective of its quality or the time that had elapsed since 
calving do not seem to me to be calculated to ensure the prizes 
being given to the most deserving animals.” 1 

This protest was evidently favourably considered, as altera¬ 
tions in the conditions of the Dairy Show schedule covering the two 
points raised were soon noticeable,which ha\ c made the milk yield 
trials of the Association models of what such contests should be. 

I think it will be admitted by all that the credit of first 
calling attention to the usefulness and importance of these trials 
belongs rightly to the British Dairy Farmers’ Association, and 
further that with their inception began the improvement of 
Dairy Cattle in every way. 

Perhaps the next most notable contributory cause was the 
introduction of milk recording, of which so much is now made, 
and this was attributable to the keenness of breeders of Jersey 
cattle. A few words explaining how milk records came into 
favour are perhaps necessary. Jerseys were first imported 
into England in 1811, and by 1881 were fairly well known in 
the southern parts of the country, where they were generally 
1 Journal of the B.D.F.A. Vol. 36, p. 17. 
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described by the farming community as the “gentleman’s cows.” 

Whether to get over this term of reproach or to show the value 
of Jersey milk for making butter, milk records began to be kept by 
several breeders, the value and weight of the butter made rather 
than the quantity of milk being apparently the object aimed at. 

The first published records were those from Lord Braybrooke’s 
herd at Audley End, which were begun in 1880, the figures being 
published in the third volume of the English Jersey Herd Book . 
Other notable breeders who kept similar records were Mr. 
Champion, of Hassocks ; Mr. George Palmer, of Reading ; and 
Mr. Swan, of Lincoln. But to Mr. John Frederick Hall belongs 
the credit of having been the first research worker on the value 
of milk for butter making, and his useful and elaborate state¬ 
ments and figures were also published hr the Jersey Herd Books . 
As a result of his work, the English Jersey Society offered Butter 
Test prizes for competition at the British Dairy Farmers’ Associa¬ 
tion’s Shows, the first trial taking place in 1886. 

There were, however, differences between the prizes given 
by the Dairy Farmers Association and those offered by the 
Jersey Society, which for a time rather militated against their 
success. The prizes given by the Dairy Farmers were for milk 
alone, and pedigree was not an essential. Indeed, the breeds 
competed more or less against one another, while, on the other 
hand, the Jersey Society’s prizes were offered for Pedigree 
Jerseys only, no other breeds being allowed to compete for them. 

The activities of the Jersey Society did not end here, for 
they gave their medals for Butter Test prizes t several other 
Societies ; notably to the Bath and West of England, the Royal 
Counties, the Tunbridge Wells, the Essex and, later on, to the 
Royal Jersey Society at its Spring Show at St. Heliers. 

These Societies, in many cases, supplemented the prizes 
given by the Jersey Society with milk yield prizes open to any 
breed or cross, but not being limited to pedigree cattle the 
information derivable from them was not of much value. 

In 1890 the Jersey Society held a show of its own at 
Kempton Park for Jerseys only, which introduced a condition 
quite new, although it turned out to be useless at that time. 
It was “ that a certificate declaring all the food used for a fort¬ 
night before and during the Show must be given to the Society.” 
I do not think it is necessary for me to say why this condition 
was never again inserted in the Schedule of any Society, as it 
will be patent that the difficulties in getting it carried out were 
most formidable. A forward movement, however, in another 
detail, took place in 1892, when at the 'Tring Show, for the first 
time, the weights of all the competing cattle were taken, and a 
division into two classes vas made, based on weight, 900 lb 
being the dividing figure. 
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In that year the late Lord Rothschild offered for tjie first 
time £200 for prizes for Milk Yield and Butter Test Trials, with 
one new condition, namely, that all the cattle must compete 
for both sets of prizes. This was gladly accepted by the Tring 
Society and these Trials were continued for twenty-one years 
until stopped by the war in 1915. They did more than any 
other competition in calling the attention of the farmers to the 
possibilities of improving the milking value of their stock by the 
use of bulls descended from good milking dams and by the 
keeping of milk records. During the whole of the time that 
these trials were carried on, all the expenses connected with 
them as well as the amount of the prize monies were most 
generously borne by Lord Rothschild. 

In 1898 a further step forward was taken in that the prizes 
in all these trials were awarded on a scale of points. Up to that 
time they had been awarded to those animals which gave the 
greatest weight of milk in the milk yield classes and to the 
cows in the butter test classes \T»^se milk produced the largest 
quantity of butter, but under the new system the points given 
took account of the length of time an animal had been in milk. 
These lactation points were subsequently altered, fresh con¬ 
ditions being imposed with the one object of making sure that 
the cows were breeding regularly ; in other words, that they 
were having a calf in each year of twelve months, which, in my 
opinion, is the only way to ensure that the competitions for these 
prizes are fair. 

In 1904, milk yield and butler test prizes were included in 
the Royal Agricultural Society’s Schedule, and except when 
stopped by the war or by “ Foot and Mouth ” they have formed 
part of the programme ever since. 

These prizes were given to each dairy breed of cattle, which 
avoided “ the battle of the breeds ” and caused an increase in 
the number of the various general milk yield classes. 

They were undoubtedly the most important trials that had 
taken place up to that time because, as a condition precedent 
to the entry of stock, all animals* competing had to be entered, 
or eligible for entry, in their respective herd books, and as a 
result, the standard of cattle exhibited showed at once a marked 
improvement in character and type. 

The Butter test prizes were open to all breeds of cattle in 
two sections—those of 900 lb. weight and under and those over 
900 lb.—but the records of each breed were kept apart and 
the average points were always included in the report of the 
‘ Steward of Dairying.” It may occur to the reader that what 
I have written so far, has had little if anything to do with the 
Evolution of the Dairy Cow except as a summary of the trials 
that were initiated for her benefit. In reply I would say that 
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the improvement in every way in the Dairy Cattle competing 
in these trials went pari passu with the frequency of these 
practical tests, and that whereas in the early days there were 
comparatively few perfect specimens of the Milking Cow there 
aie now present at the “ Royal ” and at the London Dairy Show 
ten times as many as there were in 1881. 

Taking general appearance first. Some thirty-five years 
ago a wedge-shaped cow with other recognised dairy points, 
such as escutcheon and good udder, would not have found 
favour with Judges who were accustomed to give their awards 
to animals in training for SmitLfield, a fact which I found to 
my cost when occasionally I had to act with other Judges in 
awarding a Champion prize to the best Dairy Cow in a Show. 

It is not necessary for me to elaborate this point, or to say 
more on the general improvement in type and quality of the 
Dairy Cow, as I am confident that it will be agreed on all sides 
that the Pedigree Dairy Cattle exhibited at the Royal Agricul¬ 
tural and the London Dairy Shows have improved, year by year, 
in a wonderful way and are as near being perfect as they can 
be. I refer especially to tho Dairy Shorthorns, the Lincolnshire 
Red Shorthorns, the Red Polls, the Ayrshires, the Channel 
Island breeds and the Kerries and Dexters. 

That the improvement in general appearance has not in any 
way been prejudicial to the milk yields of the cattle who were 
entered for both tho Ring classes and the practical trials is 
shown in the two following tables, which speak for themselves :— 

TABLE I 

Showing average results of Milk yield trials over two periods of 
five years from 1905 to 1909 and from 1921 to 1925 at various 
Shows of the Royal Agricultural Society. 



No of 
Cows 

i Days in 

1 Milk 


Milk. 

Fat per¬ 
centage 

Points 

Name of Breed 










1906-D 

1021- 

l«»05-<» 

1021-j 

1003-9 

1921-0 

1900-0 1921-0 

1906-9 1921-6 

Shorthorns . 

61 

76 

66 

42 

46 

H 

O 

51 105 • 

3-29 3-49 

62*35 66*13 

Lincoln Red 







j 


Shorthorns 

26 

43 

66 

43 

49 


55 11 

3-42.3-43 

65*91 70*48 

Red Polls. 

29 

34 

93 

80 

40 

8 A 

49 2* 

3-30,3-39 

59*09 66*66 

Ayrshires. 

16 

32 

64 

44 

41 

8* 

5* 

51 2* 

3-67 '3-48 

58*67 ,66*39 

Guernseys 

3G 

49 

1 63 

73 

38 

38 11^ 

4*10j 4*35 

57*00.59*53 

Jerseys . 

74 

93 

99 

97 

37 

si: 

, 85 lvi 

14*58 .4*58 

61*79 57*86 

Kemos . 

41 

28 

69 

60 

33 10{7 

37^1* 

3*59 3*58 

50*45 54*50 

Dexters . 

46 

32 

63 

66 

31 

81 

29 12* 

3*55 3*57 

48*04 45*98 

British Frie- 








sians 

— , 

73 


65 

— 


63 2ft 

- 3*02 

— 78*64 
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TABLE n. 

Giving the average number of certain breeds of cattle entered for 
the Butter test competition , with the Butter Ratios in two 
periods of five years , 1905 to 1909, and 1921 to 1925, at the 
Royal Agricultural Society's Shows . 


Dates 

1905-1909 

1921- 

-1925 

Breeds. 

1 No. of 

1 Cows 

' Itatio 

No. of 
COW 8 

I Itatio 

Shorthorns. 

! 20 

3001 | 

56 

> 29-86 

Lincoln Red Shorthorns . . . | 

! 19 

28-23 

33 

29-07 

Guemsoys.i 

14 

22-54 ' 

30 

22-84 

Jersoys. 

85 

19-66 

99 

1 20*59 


From these it will be seen th w the yields of milk, except in 
the case of the Jerseys and Dexters, have progressed steadily, 
the yields of the first, period of fi\ e years being below those of 
the second period. 

It will also be observed that the percentage of fat has gone 
up proportionately with the weights of milk which, in my opinion, 
points to the fact that the increase in milk is the result of careful 
breeding and selection and not of extra feeding. 

The tables show further that with the exception of the 
Jerseys, which are noted for their long periods of lactation, and 
perhaps, too, the Red Rolls, the bulk of the cattle have had 
their last calf from six to ten weeks before the trials, so that the 
long periods of lactation which at one time were instrumental 
in gaining prizes for cattle who were not breeding regularly, 
have disappeared. 

I regret that it was not possible to include the records of the 
British Friesians in these tables, as none of this breed were 
exhibited in the period 1905 to 1909, and the two sets of figures 
were got out expressly for the purpose of comparing the yields 
of the second period with those of the first. 

J have, however, inserted the records of this breed in the 
period 1921 to 1925, from which it will be seen that the British 
Friesian milks came out top of the list in quantity of milk, but 
bottom in fat percentage. 

One word with regard to private milk records is, I think, 
necessary. 

To my mind the omission of the date of calving nullifies the 
value of the returns. In a natural state a cow (like deer) would 
have a calf fairly regularly in the spring of the year, and as she 
got forward in calf her milk supply would dry up. The abnormal 
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desire of breeders to publish the return of heavy milting cows 
has made them oblivious of natural conditions and tempted 
them to keep back their cows from breeding and so enable 
them to publish what I consider a wrong statement as to the 
amount of the milk the cow should be expected to yield if she 
were breeding regularly. 

To keep back the cow from breeding regularly is, in my 
opinion, a pernicious practice, and is detrimental both to the 
cow and to her offspring, whenever a calf does arrive after a 
prolonged period of lactation. 

I myself would not buy a bull from any cow which was not 
having a calf every twelve months, and I would rather have a 
cow giving 800 to 900 gallons per year and breeding regularly 
than one giving double that quantity and having one calf only 
in two years. The difference of an extra calf is all in favour 
of the regular breeder as, nine times out of ten, the calf would 
be stronger in constitution and so be more fit to be head of a 
herd. To summarize, the period of lactation in milk recording 
should in my opinion bo calculated from the birth of one calf 
to the birth of the following calf, which, in my experience as a 
breeder of over thirty-five years, ranges from eleven to thirteen 
months. A milk record on such lines would be absolutely fair, 
as it would show not only tho value of the cow as a regular 
breeder, but the maximum amount of milk for which she ought 
to have credit in the period of a year of twelve months. 

In cases where the difference between the bMh of the two 
calves exceeded the period of twelve months, tne truo way of 
arriving at the quantity of milk for which the cow should have 
credit would be to take the record of the first three months 
after calving and then to take the records of milk, counting 
backwards from the birth of the next calf for a period of nine 
months. This, covering as it does the period during which 
the cow would be dry, shows the truo value of the cow as a milk 
producer for twelve months, and also her regularity in breed¬ 
ing, which under the system at present in fashion is quite lost 
sight of. 

Referring again to the unique condition inaugurated at the 
Kempton Park Jersey Show, as described on page 3, it may 
be pointed out that this certificate was of little value, as no 
guarantee of accuracy could be then obtained, and the owners 
of Jerseys were dependent entirely on their cowmen, wko were 
not keen to give their hardly earned knowledge away. 

Could it have been obtained it would have been very valuable, 
as my experience in carrying out the milking trials has been, that 
with a change of herdsman, the quantity of milk is very often 
affected, which I put down to the knowledge acquired from 
judicious feeding. It may be true that “ the bull is half the 
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herd,” but the value of a good cowman can hardly be over¬ 
estimated. 

The research and practical work carried out by Mr. R. 
Boutflour, and explained in full by him in his article on “ The 
Management and Rationing of Dairy Cows,” 1 shows most clearly 
the importance of scientific feeding and gives information that 
cannot fail to help the practical Dairy Farmer to maintain the 
maximum supply of milk without impairing the constitution of 
his cows. My experience as a breeder coincides with his that if 
cows are to be profitable they must be regular breeders and not 
be forced to attain high records at the price of their constitution. 

To conclude, a long experience with dairy cattle, and 
particularly with milk and butter tests in the Showyard, leads 
mo to think that the last generation or so has been one of steady 
progress in the evolution of the correct types. The work is 
not finished, and much still remains to be learnt, but so long as 
the pitfall, which success in the Showyard may present to the 
breeder who is not actuated solely by the desire for the im¬ 
provement of his herd, is a\ oided, ■ .have no doubt that progress 
will continue to be made. 

Ernest Mathews. 

Elmodesham House, 

Amersham. 


THE SUFFOLK HORSE. 

It has fallen to the lot of some to WTite on the Suffolk Horse who 
have had a life-long knowledge of the breed, but none can claim, 
in addition to their childhood recollections, that they have filled 
for thirty-eight years the post of Secretary to the Society, founded 
with the object of promoting the welfare and popularity of the 
breed. 

If these years spent in tabulating pedigrees, searching up 
ancient events relating to the Suffolk Horse, with descriptions of 
bygone animals, are of interest, it is clearly a duty to place them 
on record. For almost all the facts relating to the ancient history 
of the Suffolk Horse we are indebted to the late Mr. Herman 
Biddell, of Playford, who spent, as he himself said, the best five 
years of his life in searching old newspapers, books on agriculture, 
in addition to old catalogues and horse-cards, to obtain informa¬ 
tion in regard to the breed and this, his great work, he embodied 
in Volume 1 of the Suffolk Stud Book. This work, on which the 

1 Journal of the British Dairy Farmers* Association. Vol. xxxvii, 1925. 
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editor spent so much time and brought his rare intellectual 
faculties to bear, was published in 1880 and has been admitted by 
those who might well be considered his most severe critics to be 
a masterpiece in the way of a foundation volume and history of a 
breed. The easy style of the writer, the detailed information 
given, together with the lucid practical comments, to be found 
punctuated at short intervals, call for expressions of praise and 
pleasure from those who peruse the work, although possibly at 
the commencement the reader may have been intent only on 
obtaining h&rd outlined facts relating to the pedigrees and history 
of the breed. 

Volume 1 of the Suffolk Stud Book was originally issued at one 
guinea, but although the price has increased five-fold the stock 
is very limited and there appears little doubt that this work will 
one day be of great pecuniary value. 

The casual reader of the history of the Suffolk Horse, as 
recorded in the first Stud Book, cannot fail to be impressed by 
the infinite pains and the immense amount of trouble the editor 
bestowed upon the production of this work. Not only are most 
accurate descriptions given of prominent horses of bygone days, 
their pedigrees traced, but notes of interest pertaining to the 
times and conditions then existing were added. The breeders 
themselves are also most characteristically alluded to, and in 
some instances their peculiarities noted, in fact, in after years 
the Stud Book may not only be invaluable in tracing the pedi¬ 
grees of the Suffolk Horse, but it may be also valuable in tracing 
personal pedigrees of those who are descendants from Suffolk 
breeders of the eighteenth century. Amongst other items of 
interest the weather in extraordinary seasons is mentioned. Mr. 
Biddell had reliable data that Smith's Horse of Parham was foaled 
in 1799 and, in addition, ho ascertained it was a wet harvest. 
The harvest of 1879 was also wet and, comparing it with former 
disastrous years, allusion is made to the year 1799 in the agri¬ 
cultural letter of the Suffolk Chronicle , which says : “In August 
heavy rain and cold easterly winds set in. The turnip fields were 
turned into perfect mire. The hay and clover were half rotted, 
and the com was badly laid. . . . September was, if possible, 
worse, the corn lay soaking in water the greater part of it, and 
much of the wheat died from excess of moisture before the grain 
had reached maturity.” In November the report was—“ my 
neighbours have not finished harvest. The oldest inhabitant 
cannot remember the like. I had many acres of barley on the 
ground for two months, as it rained the greater part -of the 
time.” 

Another prominent point which cannot but impress those 
studying the Suffolk Stud Book is the systematical and business¬ 
like manner in which the editor of Volume 1 set about getting his 
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information and matter together. Not only did he search 
through advertisement cards, County newspapers, show catalogues 
and interview numerous breeders and dealers, but he made a 
point of inviting horse-leaders to his house and if they could not 
make the journey he visited them himself at their own homes. 

Of the many interviews and conversations recorded perhaps 
the most typical is the account of the editor’s visit to Daniel 
Pattle, which he summarises as follows : “ Old Mr. Pattlo was 
eighty-five when I first went to him, note-book in hand, bent on 
getting from him what no other man could give, ile was living 
at 4 Cattawade Crown *—cheerful, stooping, broad-shouldered, 
but very old, and spoke like a man whose work was done. 4 Good 
morning, Mr. Pattle, you can tell mo of some horses which lived 
a long while ago, can you not ? ’ ‘1 can’t tell you much : my 

memory is gone—you have come too late, sir.’ 4 JBut you have 
some old horse cards, haven’t you ? ’ 4 No, sir, not any now : 

three years ago I burned a thousand. There weie as many as 
would lie on this table. I used to read them of a night when I 
could see. I had collected them ^ r er since I was a boy. When 
I moved here, to my son’s, I burned them all.’ A thousand 
advertisement cards and some of them seventy years old ’ licit 
inclined to ask him where he put the ashes ! L>ut the old man’s 
memory was far from gone, and only wanted to be 4 led up ’ to 
bring out tales of horses which he had known and whose hides 
had been tanned seventy years : quaint stories of his boyhood, 
recollections of what none but a man of fourscore years could give. 
He travelled a Suffolk horse in Yorkshire thiee seasons and 
4 brought his master home a fortune.’ He had been to Mr. 
Coke’s sheep-shearings at Holkham : took a hoise up that way 
for three seasons, and 4 did well,’ albeit the said horse was a 
blind one. 4 Yes, sir, he was blind as a bat of both eyes, and no 
one ever found it out but a boy. When we came along the road 
the little rascal sung out, 44 Master, your horse is blmd ! ” 4t Oo 
away,” said I, 44 he’s all right.” Ho saw me chuck the bridle 
when we came to the stones ! ’ From him, too, I got at a date 
to which no one else could help me. ‘ No, sir, I can’t tell you 
when Smith’s horse died—a very good horse he was, a gentleman 
all over : I knew him well, but that’s a long while ago, sir ’ 
(Smith’s horse was foaled about 1798). 4 1 can’t tell you at all 

when he died, sir. My uncle—he owned old Oye 939 and lived 
at Elmsett, sir—he had a mortgage on Smith’s farm. When the 
old horse died, that quite broke Smith up, and that year the 
money was called in. Yes, sir, I was just twenty then.’ And 
so it was we got at the date of the death of Smith's llorsc of 
Parham 1110. But I learned other things from Daniel besides 
these, and six months afterwards made up my mind to go again 
I did go, but this time 1 was too late. The hearse was at the 
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door, and they buried the old man while I waited at Manningtree 
station for the train back to Ipswich.” 

From the foregoing it will be seen that every opportunity was 
taken to confirm verbal and in fact all information received per¬ 
taining to the breed, and no trouble or expense was spared to 
ensure that the history, as recorded, was accurate. 

Sufficient has been written to make it clear that much of the 
history of the Suffolk Horse and particulars relating to the breed 
would have sunk into oblivion if it had not been for the timely 
work produced by Mr. Herman Biddell and published in 
1880. 

The first mention of the Suffolk Horse is found in Camden's 
Britannia , published in 1506, whilst Arthur Young, the well- 
known agricultural writer, alludes to the Suffolk Horse as being 
an old breed when he w as a young man. Considering that Arthur 
Young was born in 1741 it is evident the East Anglian breed had 
been in existence many years previous to that date. At the pre¬ 
sent time all Suffolk horses trace back on the sire’s side to Crisp's 
Horse of Ufford , foaled in 1768. He is described on his advertise¬ 
ment card as 15.2 hands high, light chestnut and active, and is 
depicted as having a large carcase on short legs, low fore-end 
with bent hocks. Such was the ancestor of the Suffolk Breed 
from which all animals of the present day claim their descent. 
Although the owner of this noted horse allowed him to travel at 
what may be considered a ridiculously low fee of five shillings, 
he inserts in the advertisement “ have no occasion to say any¬ 
thing more in praise of him, as he is so noted a horse for getting 
remarkable fine colts ” and after giving the route he will travel 
adds “ so to continue the season, God willing.” 

This horse, hailing from Ufford, was the sire of deed's Horse 
of DickleburgJt 587 which was advertised as “ a bright chestnut 
carthorse with flaxen mane and tail, 16 hands high, well-boned 
and free from all blemish, and well known to be a good draw r er ” ; 
or as we should say at the present day a good puller. 

Considering that pulling contests have been recently intro¬ 
duced at the American Fairs and even in London, it is interesting 
to note that the Suffolk Breeders were engaged in these competi¬ 
tions probably two hundred years previous. In confirmation of 
this the following notice appeared in 1742 : “ This is to give 
notice, that at the ‘ White Horse ’ at Aldham, on Friday the 18th 
of this instant June, will be given a silver cup of two guineas, to 
be drawn for by any team of horses, mares or geldings, and no 
less than two teams to draw for the said prize, and they that make 
twenty of the best and fairest pulls and carry the weight over the 
block with the fewest tifters, according to the judgment of the 
proper persons, shall be instituted to the prize. Those that 
draw, to enter their names between the hours of ten and twelve 
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on the day aforesaid, and the first team to be upon the pin by 
three of the clock.” 

Also some twenty years later the following advertisement was 
issued : “ Harleston, Norfolk. This is to give notice, that on 
the 18th of this instant March, there will be a drawing for {Stal¬ 
lions at the house of John Hamblcm, called the “ Magpie,” for a 
silver cup value five guineas: no more than seven to enter and 
not less than five. Each horse to draw single, to raise the most 
weight. The best of twenty pulls, and for every blank, to have 
a bushel of sand laid on the waggon.” 

Youatt, writing on agriculture in the last century, says: “ The 
excellence, and a rare one, of the old Suffolk consisted in nimble¬ 
ness of action, and the honesty and continuance with which he 
would exert himself at a dead pull. Many a good draught horse 
knows well what he can effect: and after he has attempted it and 
failed, no torture of the whip can induce him to strain his powers 
beyond their natural extent. The Suffolk, however, would pull 
at a dead pull until he dropped. It was beautiful to see a team 
of true Suffolks, at a signal from he driver, and without whip, 
down on their knees in a moment and drag everything before 
them. Brutal wagers were frequently laid as to their power in 
this respect, and many a good team was injured and ruined. 
The immense power of the Suffolk is accounted for by the low 
position of the shoulder, which enables him to throw so much of 
his weight into the collar.” 

Such entertainment, how ever, would not be permitted at the 
present day : for what would the public, what would the Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, have to say when it was 
known that these teams were not allowed to pull with their 
collars on, but bare hames or seals w r as the order of those days. 

Previous allusion has been made to Smith's Horse of Parham 
1110, he was the fourth generation from Crisp's Horse of Ufford 
404, and w r as bung-tailed, that is his tail w^as removed close to his 
rump, as was also his sire’s. He was of dark chestnut colour and 
an old horse-leader describes him as “ a good hoss all over a 
gentleman.” Mr. Biddell tells us ho belonged to a little farmer 
at Parham, who worked him all the week and did a great business 
in fees when the day of rest came round. This noted horse left 
numerous progeny; of these, tw o stood out prominently, namely, 
Brady’s Briton 198 and Julian’s Boxer 755. At the time the first 
volume of the Stud Book was published both these sires had many 
prizewinning descendants then living to their credit, although 
the former sire carried the palm. However, on referring to the 
prize-chart annually published in the Stud Book, we find that 
Julian’s Boxer does not now appear as having a single prize¬ 
winning representative, and has not done so since 1922. This is 
more remarkable when one reads that this horse travelled twenty- 
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five seasons and died at the age of thirty. Brady’s Briton 198, 
foaled in 1809, like his sire, left two prominent colts, Plant's Horse 
950 and Groom’s Hamper 63G, and from these two offsprings the 
prizewinning Suffolks of the present day all trace their descent. 
There is something remarkable in the lines of descendants from 
these two horses ; at a certain period it will be found that the 
progeny of the latter are much more conspicuous in the show 
ring than those of the former, and then if we look further on, 
after a lapse of twenty years, the reverse has happened, and the 
Plant's Horse descendants are winning almost all the prize ring 
honours. At the present day honours are about equally divided. 
There is another curious fact in regard to these two lines of pedi¬ 
gree, and that is, for nine generations on one side and ten on the 
other, the claim to being the ancestor of the present day Suffolk 
hangs on a single sire. Plant's Horse was foaled in 1815, the 
ninth generation is Wedgewood 1749, foaled in 1886. Groom’s 
Hamper was also foaled in 1815, the tenth generation we find in 
Eclipse 2627, foaled in 1889. Thus the prize-winning animals of 
to-day are all descended on the sire’s side from these two horses. 
This must be considered a remarkable and interesting fact. 
Here we have a breed tracing their descendants back in direct 
male line to the year 1768, yet after the space of about 150 
years all prize-winning animals are the produce of one or the 
other of these two animals foaled about forty years pre¬ 
vious. 

Few breeders w'ho are conversant and have a life-knowledge 
of the Suffolk Horse appear to be aware of these particular cir¬ 
cumstances and if they are, none can give a satisfactory explana¬ 
tion. This would have indeed been an interesting problem for 
the Editor of the first Volume of the Stud Book to have tackled, 
had he been spared to have seen the peculiar working of the 
pedigrees he bestowed such pains and time to unravel. In the 
history of the breed prior to the publication of the Stud Book in 
1886 there had been three known cases where outside blood had 
been introduced and we gather in all three instances the infusion 
proved a success for a time, being more pronounced about the 
fourth and fifth generations, but after a period of ten generations 
the showyard contained no traces of these endeavours after 
improvement. Of the three occasions where strange horses were 
introduced Blake’s Farmer 174, foaled in 1760, was the first, and 
his advertising cards read as follows : “ Farmer was the property 
of the late Mr. W. Garthsides, of Lincolnshire: bred by Mr. 
Garthsides, got by Mr. Wallet’s famous Golden Farmer , son of 
Rigby’s Fearnought , his dam by Eyvens stud, remarkable for 
strength and moving. He goes as well as any horse in the coun¬ 
try, there are few able to perform with him.” This horse was of 
chestnut colour and is referred to by the Editor of Volume 1 as 
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the trotting horse, and he mentions that when this horse was 
introduced it evidently was not with the intention of breeding 
cart-horses, as particular attention is called to his performance 
or action. He was no doubt an undersized animal, as allusion is 
made to his two-year-olds being full of bone and standing 15 h.h. 
Whatever the qualifications of this horse were, as a sire, mated 
with Suffolk mares, ho proved an unqualified success. Numerous 
descendants of this horse appeared before tho public, it being 
actually the most popular strain, for the space of a hundred years 
after this Lincolnshire introduction made his appearance. Yet 
notwithstanding the sires of this blood had been mated with the 
best blood then in existence, the stock dwindled considerably 
after about 1860, and by 1900 it was obliterated. 

Tho next instance of the introduction of outside blood was 
in the year 1802, when one John Wright, of Attleborough, Nor¬ 
folk, decided to travel Farmer 8 Glory 1396 in the centre of the 
Suffolk Country. This horse is described as a beautiful chestnut 
cart-horse ; he had a certain amount of white on face and legs, 
and superfluous hair was more marked than in a well-bred 
Suffolk. It is stated this horse a iso came from Lincolnshire, and 
as John Wright was a well-known Norfolk dealer there is every 
probability that his business transactions would frequently take 
him to that part of the country and not improbable that he 
should purchase this horse and that it was the produce of a 
Suffolk mare he had previously sold to the breeder. From tho 
stock left by Farmer's Glory it is evident he introduced, at tho 
commencement of the nineteenth century, size and possibly white 
faces into the Suffolk Breed. It is only a few generations after 
this introduction that we read that one of his descendants, Mum- 
ford’s Champion 891, bred at Lavcnham, Suffolk, weighed upwards 
of a ton and stood 18 h.h. Although this Attleborough strain had 
a long innings and sired numerous and successful animais in the 
show ring, it did not maintain its hold for the same length of 
time as the Blake’s tribe. 

Bouncer , foaled in 1878, bred by Mr. A. W. (Jrisp, of Chillesford, 
was the last sire entered in the Stud Book, being a descendant of 
Farmer'8 Glory , and as this horse was introduced in 1802 tho 
Attleborough tribe may be said to have been in existence for 
seventy-six years, whilst the Blake strain had one hundred and 
four years to their credit. 

The Shadingfield stock is the third in importance of the efforts 
made to introduce fresh blood and was brought into existence 
about 1793, some nine years previous to the Attleborough stock. 
The history of Barber’s Proctor 58 is somewhat remarkable, and 
Mr. Biddell tells us that Moyso, an old horse-leader in the early 
eighties, said “ the horse was intended for a trotting horse, and, 
forthwith, he must have the tail with that detestable turned-up 
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dock—the slight curve which puts an indelible stamp of vulgarity 
on anything so ornamental. But Barber would have his colt’s 
tail “ nicked.” In that brutal operation, the vertebrae of the 
tail was dislocated. What was to be done ? Why, take off the 
remaining joints up to the rump, and there was the customary 
“ bung ” tail of the common carthorse of the day. And so 
Barber’s Proctor was travelled as a cart-horse. He had, so far, 
the recommendation for the county : although a bay himself he 
came of a chestnut mare. His dam was a Suffolk. All this 
occurred sixty years before Moyse related the story to the writer. 
That he was correct about the breeding of the sire of Barber’s 
horse, there is little doubt, for in the year 1789, one P. Winter 
advertises “ a blood bay colt full 15 h., by Gooch’s horse Stormer.” 
He stood at Snape. Nothing is said in Winter’s advertisement, 
either of Gooch’s Stormer being a blood horse, or of his being 
brother to Thunderbolt; but the very year that he advertises his 
colt, Gooch advertises the blood horse Thunderbolt as being 
brother to Stormer . On turning to Weatherby’s Stud Book, it 
appears that Stormer was bred by the Duke of Grafton, in the 
year 1774. The age is exactly right, and what more probable 
than that, proving useless as a race-horse, he should have been 
sold for a country stallion close by home ? Now, it matters 
very little whether Winter’s Stormer was, or was not, the son of 
a certain horse, but it is of no little importance to test the credi¬ 
bility of an authority so often quoted as our old Mend, from 
whom this history comes. 

Conclusive evidence in confirmation of the ped^rree of Barber’s 
Proctor has of recent years come to light; unfortunately, however, 
this was not till after the decease of the Editor of Volume 1 
of the Suffolk Stud Book. At a small furniture sale conducted 
in a country village, amongst a various lot of books, was discovered 
an old-fashioned leather pocket-book with wallet, giving the 
manufacturer’s name as James Stubbin, Ipswich 1754. Loose- 
leaf ledgers were evidently in vogue in these early days, for sheets 
of foolscap size were doubled into eight and inserted from time 
to time. Apparently Mr. Gooch, the owner of Stormer , herein 
recorded his transactions in reference to his stud business/par¬ 
ticulars being detailed for the years 1783 and 1785. The entry 
which is particularly interesting is under the name of Stormer 
for the year 1785 and reads “ Mr. Winter Aldbro’ sorrel mare.” 
This is assuredly direct evidence of the service, the produce of 
same being P. Winter’s Stormer 1329 the sire of Barber’s Proctor 
58, the founder of the Shadingfield tribe. Thus again ill after 
years v e are enabled to check the credibility of the source from 
which Mr. Biddell obtained much valuable information and in¬ 
teresting particulars pertaining to the breed. The produce of 
the Shadingfield stock arc described as usually dark in colour 
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with white legs, thin in the shoulders, and light bone, especially 
below the hocks, but were wiry, very active 'with long narrow 
heads. This strain prospered for a time, but not to the extent 
of the two previous infusions. It is thought the cross was more 
drastic and consequently did not blend so well with the Suffolk; 
one instance particularly noticeable was the mares to the third 
and fourth generation throw back to the bay colour. The 
Shadingffeld stock cannot be said to have existed for more than 
fifty years, and the leading authority on the breed says, “ I am 
not aware of any particular benefit that accrued from this cross, 
the stock were a light-hearted, high-spirited race, but they were 
often too fiery tempers.” 

The foregoing may be considered but a brief outline of the 
three prominent introductions of extraneous blood in the early 
history of the Suffolk. Other crosses w ere no doubt introduced, 
but the results were not important and had no material effect on 
the breed. There is, however, yet one other instance which is 
worthy of note. In the breeding of Catlin’s Duke 296, foaled in 
1846, we find his dam w as the p n*reny of a Suffolk-Belgian cross. 
This horse was the celebrated Jiot/al Windsor Duke , the idol of 
Suffolk Breeders during the years 1850 to 1855. Mr. Manfred 
Biddell writes of him—“Take him ail in all, he was the most 
perfect horse that I can call to mind. From a foal to his decrepit 
old age he was a great favourite with all who could forget or 
forgive the alloy in his composition. He first came out as a 
two-years-old, when he at once made his mark, although he then 
looked to some rather too ‘ punchy,* but from that time he 
grew in length and certainly became the most popular horse of 
his day ; and if his work be measured by his produce he exceeds 
all Suffolk horses in the number of winners at Shows left by him, 
both colts and fillies. His procreative powers were extraordin¬ 
ary, and I had it on the authority of his leader, Charles Bow r , a 
man of undoubted integrity, that one season he booked eleven 
score mares to him, and it is well known that no horse left a 
greater percentage of mares in foal.” He w as sold at the Butley 
Abbey Sale in 1855, on the death of Mr. Catlin, being nine years 
old, to Mr. Fisher Hobbs, of Boxted Lodge, Essex, the hammer 
falling at 255 guineas, no mean sum in those days considering 
the age of the animal. Volume 1 states, this horse died in a good 
old age, perfectly sound, having, it was supposed, left more 
recorded descendants than any other horse. Thus in the year 
1880 when the first volume of the Suffolk Stud Book was issued 
the descendants of this horse were legion. These would be of 
the fourth and fifth generations, yet notwithstanding this multi¬ 
tude of offspring left to propagate this particular line, we find 
that after 1912 the direct male descendants do not again appear 
amongst animals with showy arc! honours to their credit and thus 
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the renowned Royal Duke lineage is now entirely erased from 
the pedigrees of the presont-day sires. 

As previously mentioned no doubt there are other instances 
of the infusion of strange blood, but the remarkable point is that 
although the experiment may prosper for a period, ultimately the 
stock disappears and the old breed is left to “ carry on.” Hence 
it is that the strain running through all the Suffolk Horses of the 
present day in direct male line is either the Wedgewood or the 
Eclipse and under a careful scrutiny this line would be found 
intermixed to a prodigious degree in all the studs now in existence. 
Considering the prominent position these two stallions hold, a 
brief authentic description may be welcome. Although there 
may be a certain amount of difficulty in arriving at a correct 
description of an animal, such as would give breeders in genera¬ 
tions to come a comparative idea and a reliable criterion of pre¬ 
sent-day animals, a record of weight and measurements of prize¬ 
winning animals cannot fail to be of interest. Fortunately the 
Council of the Suffolk Horse Society came to the same conclusion 
and appointed officials in 1891 for the purpose of recording the 
authentic weights and measurements of the first and second 
prizewinners at the Suffolk County Show, held at Ipswich. Un¬ 
fortunately this procedure was not continued the following year 
owing to an unreliable weighbridge being the only machine avail¬ 
able. Present-day breeders, however, are grateful that these 
interesting figures were recorded if only for one year, for 
therein are included the particulars of both Wedgeuood and 
Eclipse The former in the year 1891 would be five years old 
and the latter only two years old; allowance umst be made 
therefore for the difference in ages, which is considerable at this 
early period in the life of an animal, for a five-years-old may be 
considered a mature animal whilst a two-years-old is a youngster. 
The recorders were William Biddell, of Lavcnham, at one time 
Member of Parliament for the Sudbury Division, and Henry 
Spurling, auctioneer of Shotley, Ipswich, and they duly certified 
that the figures given were correct to the best of their belief. 
These read as follows :— 

Wedgewood 1749. Weight 18 cwt. 2 qrs. 16 lbs. Girth 
7 ft 8 ins., below the knee 10 ins , below the hock 12 ins. 
Height 16 h. 2} in. 

Eclipse 2010. Weight 16 cw*t. 2 qrs. — lbs. Girth 7 ft. 
2 ins , below the knee 10 ins , below the hock 11 ins. Height 
16 h. 1£ in. 

It will be seen from the figures that Wedgewood was not a 
big horso but he was short on the leg, a Punch all over and w hat 
is often termed “ a little big ’un.” In latter years his girth in¬ 
creased and he was nicely turned from the rump to the setting 
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on of the tail, which characteristic was generally distinguishable 
in his numerous progeny. Above all, he had excellent feet, and 
this qualification he imparted to his descendants, which was 
most desirable at his time, so that in this respect he stands out 
as a great benefactor to the breed. He was bred by B. A. Pos- 
ford, of Falkenham, and was first shown at the Woodbridge 
Spring Show as a two-years-old, but was unnoticed ; at the 
Summer Show in the same year, however, he was placed first in 
his class and sold for 250 guineas to Alfred J. Smith, who stood 
him at the Barrack Farm, Woodbridge, till 1892. Under his 
new owner’s name he had a long unchecked showyard career 
and, in addition to winning numerous Champion prizes, he was 
awarded the Champion Prize, including the Queen’s Gold Medal, 
at the Windsor Royal Show in 1889. Wedgewood's progeny was 
most conspicuous in the Sudbourne Stud, his descendants being 
such well-known sires as Sudboume Count 3257, Sudboume Arabi 
3287, Sudboume Arab 3309 and numerous others, including in 
addition a long list of prizewinning mares. Of the many sires ho 
left to perpetuate his name A. J. Smith's Saturn 2653 was the 
most prominent in that he wat champion stallion at the Suffolk 
Show three years in succession. In the various volumes of the 
Suffolk Stud Book will be found charts showing the pedigrees of 
the first and second prizewinners at the principal shows. From 
a casual glance at these interesting records it will be found that 
the Wedgewood stock, representing Plant's Horse 950 foaled 
about 1815, was prominent as prizewinners from 1900 to 1910. 
During the next five years the honours of being the sire of the 
prizewinning stock was about equally divided between the 
Wedgewood and the Eclipse ancestral line, the latter being the 
representative of Groom’s Hamper 636, also foaled about 1815. 

There is no doubt, however, that many excellent Wedgew ood 
mares were mated to Eclipse about this time, and many of the 
animals seen in the showyard were the result of the Wedgewood - 
Eclipse cross; these are registered to the credit of Eclipse , he 
being the sire. 

Since 1915 the pendulum has been gradually swinging in the 
favour of this strain, which has generally been designated as the 
Cup-bearer line. Eclipse is now the only connecting link betw een 
those noted three generations of Cup-bearers and the horses of the 
present time; it may be advisable in future to refer to the descend¬ 
ants of this important, if not the principal line of pedigree, as 
being the Eclipse strain. As previously stated Eclipse was 
foaled in 1889 and was bred by a noted breeder of the period, Mr. 
Edwin Capon, of Aldeby, near Beccles. Other prominent sires 
were bred by Mr. Capon, amongst them Golden Grain 2479 and 
Minstrel Boy 1759; both these horses made their mark in the 
showyard and as sires, especially the former, but the latter was 



19 


The Suffolk Horse. 

exported to the United States of America when he was five years 
old. In studying the pedigree of Eclipse it will be seen that he 
has a double portion of Cup-bearer blood, for his sire was a 
grandson of Crisp's Cup-bearer 416, also his grand-dam was sired 
by Claimant 562, a son of Cup-bearer 416. From the point of 
breeding and also from his showyard performances Eclipse was a 
worthy representative of the Cup-bearers, a line of sires which 
occupied the highest pedestal amongst the breeders of their day. 
It was said of Cup-bearer 3rd that he was the most successful 
Suffolk horse that ever entered the ring, his winnings during 
five years amounting to upwards of £900. In describing Eclipse 
one is enabled to gather from the records published when he was 
a two-years-old that he would mature into a massive animal with 
a good proportion of bone. Standing about 16 h. 3£ in., in his 
prime he would have turned the scale at 21 cwts.; being deep in 
the girth with thighs well let down, he was an excellent mover 
and possessed good feet. It was at the Suffolk Show held at 
Ipswich in 1891 that he first made his appearance in the show¬ 
ring, when he was placed second to Windsor Chieftain 2025, a big¬ 
boned animal, but was inclined to be swampy in the back. This 
decision was reversed at the Doncaster Royal Show soon after¬ 
wards, whero Mr. Herman Riddell and Mr. J. S. Nunn were 
adjudicating. Here Eclipse was placed first, the Duke of Hamil¬ 
ton’s Wedgewood second, and Windsor Chieftain only obtained 
the third place. As a three-year-old Eclipse carried everything 
before him and was placed first at the three leading shows. This 
position he virtually upheld from 1893 to 1897, when he appeared 
amongst the aged stallions. In addition, this long fist of class 
honours was augmented by numerous Champion and Breeding 
Stock Prizes. Eclipse was the outstanding horse of his day and 
left a strong army of his progeny at his death, which occurred at 
a comparatively early age, for it was in the autumn of 1897 that 
Eclipse and his stable companion Prince Edward , a most promis¬ 
ing three-years-old, succumbed, it is believed, from injudicious 
feeding. The two stallions sired by Eclipse which appear most 
conspicuous in the Suffolk Pedigrees of to-day are Golden Grain 
2479 and Sudboume Sunshine 3374. 

The breeding of the former is somewhat remarkable. Allu¬ 
sion has previously been made to Eclipse having Cup-bearer 3rd 
566 as his sire, his grand-dam being by a son of Cup-bearer 416, 
thus possessing a double portion of the noted strain. In examin¬ 
ing the pedigree of Golden Grain it will be found that his dam is 
by a son of Cup-bearer 3rd and his grand-dam is by the same 
horse Claimant 562, that is, the sire of the grand-dam of Eclipse. 
Golden Grain therefore possesses a double portion of Cup-bearer 
blood, not only on his sire’s side but also on the dam’s side as 
well. Like his sire, Golden Grain has left us two of his descendants 
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which stand out prominently amongst his offspring, namely 
Bawdsey Harvester 3076 and Sproughton Gold Bing 3347. The 
former was a massive, heavy horse m every respect and, as is 
not uncommon with such animals, at three years old he was still 
a big overgrown colt with no pretensions to showyard honours 
However, as a four-years-old he was quite a different horse and 
he had no difficulty m bemg placed m the premier position in 
the aged stallion class and being awarded the Championship of the 
yard This coveted position he maintamed during the three 
following years 

Baudsey Harvester was the produce of the Suffolk Horse 
Society’s Free Nomination Scheme and was purchased by the 
President of the Society, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, as a youngster 
He was the sire of the champion Sudbourne Peter 3955, 
Bawdsey Laddie 3637, and Morston Friday 4265, both the 
last two animals being sold for exportation at a large figure, 
before they had had much chance at the stud As the leading 
sire of such a large stud as is to be seen at Bawdsey, Harvester 
proved equal to the occasion Of his numerous progeny it is 
hazanlous to predict which will be the promment strain in the 
future, but such sweet symmetrical mares as Morston Girl 8804, 
Sudbourne Moonlight 8623, Sudbourne Doris 7823, and Sudbourm 
Dona 8201 will always stand out to lus credit 

Sproughton Gold Ring , also by Golden Gram , bred by that 
well-known breeder, Mr. W. E S Wilson, of Hadleigh, was a 
horse which many stud-owners thought that this country could 
ill spare, but unfortunately m 1910, when he was only six years 
old, he was exported to the United States of America As it 
W8S, with only a shoit time at the stud, lie sired the Champion 
Gold Guard 1234 and sevnal oilier animals which were des 
tmed to bimg credit to Mr Arthur T Pratt, of the Morston 
Stud 

Of Sudbourne Sunshine 3374, the other noted sire by Eclipse , 
it wall be found that his dam was by Wedgeuood 1749 out 
of a Rendlesham Mare He was bred by E J Johnson, of 
Rougham, Bury St Edmunds, and made his mark as a sire 
at the Woolveistone Park Stud owned by Mr C H Berners, 
and is frequently referred to as Berners’ Sunshine 2734 In 
1907, being then ten years old, he was purchased by Mr J M 
Longe on behalf of the Sudbourne Stud, and in his fresh home, 
surrounded by the choicest mares of the day, he was an un¬ 
qualified success This assertion is beyond refute when it is 
mentioned that such world famed animals as Sudbourne 
Beaumonde 3598, Sudbourne Beau Brocade 4235 and Sudbourne 
Premier 4963 are the descendants of this noted sire They and 
many anothei, although perhaps not so promment amongst the 
showyard rosettes, will help to establish a place for Sudbourne 
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Sunshine , the Eclipse-Wedgewood cross, in the records of Suffolks 
for years to come. 

Thus, the pedigree of the Suffolk Horse is briefly summarised 
since 1768 to the commencement of the Great War in 1914. 
It has been shown how extraneous blood has been rejected and 
disappeared, not one of the alloy strains in the male line being 
able to stand against the influence asserted by the old Suffolk 
Breed. As Mr. Biddell says :—“ Curiously enough, every intro¬ 
duction of an exterior element infused into the blood has flour¬ 
ished but for a time, and the fact remains that each and all have 
died out in the male line, overwhelming evidence of the purity, 
the antiquity and the distinctness of the breed of Suffolk Horses 
now extant.” 

To-day the breed stands with a long line of ancestors at its 
back improved undoubtedly beyond the imagination of the most 
optimistic of bygone breeders and admirers. Of the purity of 
breed it is unnecessary to refer to pedigrees or any genealogical 
charts. Suffolks are all “ chestnuts.” What other breed of 
horses is to be found that always breed true to colour ? The 
Thoroughbred and even the Arab are not to be relied upon in 
regard to the colour of their offspring. With Suffolks there is 
only one colour : different shades there may be, developing from 
the light mealy shade to the cherry red and broadening out to 
the dark mahogany. The Volume 1 tells us “ There aie seven 
shades—the dark, at times approaching a brown-black, mahogany 
or liver colour ; the dull dark chestnut; the light mealy chestnut; 
the red; the golden; the lemon; and the bright chestnut. 
The most popular, the most common, and the most standing 
colour is the last named. The bright chestnut is a lively shade, 
with a little gradation of lighter colour at the flanks and at the 
extremities—but not too much. It is, in most cases, attended 
with a star on the forehead, or thin * reach/ ‘ blaze/ or 
4 shim ’ down the face. The flaxen mane and tail prevalent 
100 years ago, and occasionally found at the present day, are 
usually seen on the bright chestnut. This shade is also not 
infrequently shot with white or silver hairs hereditarily dis¬ 
tinctive of certain strains. The red chestnut is a very popular 
colour ; and a red chestnut is almost sure to be a whole-coloured 
horse. There is no variation of shade in it, not even at the flanks, 
quarters, or extremities. It is said to come of a taint of bay 
origin: especially the lighter variety—the cherry red. The 
golden is a beautiful colour, not many removes from the bright 
chestnut, but it is not infrequently faced up with a white heel 
behind. The lemon is a very light golden Bhade ; known some¬ 
times as the 4 yellow * chestnut. The light mealy chestnut is 
condemned by all; it is indicative of a weak constitution, soft 
legs and a slow phlegmatic temperament. Commencing with 
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a dull chestnut body, the flanks and under-line are a mottled 
ash colour, gradually shading off to a dirty white at the ex¬ 
tremities, which are usually covered with soft hair of the same 
hue. The dark chestnut is a favourite with some breeders, but 
it is mostly a changing colour, varying with the season of the 
year, from almost a black to a dark cherry red. It has been 
prevalent from the commencement of the present century to the 
present time. ,, Although “ the present time ” alluded to was 
some fifty years since, the remarks then penned arc equally 
as applicable to-day as at the period they were written. The 
different shades of chestnut are still to be seen in going around 
the various studs but the flaxen mane and tail are still less 
conspicuous than they were in Mr. Herman Biddell’s day and 
silver or grey hairs are not so prevalent as was the ease in the 
immediate descendants of the Cup-bearer stock, when one could 
call to mind instances of animals in the Framlingham district 
which were, if not quite roan, decidedly very closely allied. 

In replying to the question—What are the tw o chief character¬ 
istics of the Suffolk Horse ?—the * eswer would be—Compactness 
and Hardy Constitution. For endurance and constitution the 
Suffolk has long been famous and it was so in 1813, when Arthur 
Young wrote in his description of the County of Essex—“ The 
Suffolk breed of horses aie favourites in Essex.” 

The very name of “ Punch ” conveys the idea of Dickens’ 
Fat Boy, and on referring to the dictionary the definition is— 
“ Punch, a variety of English horse, short-legged and barrel- 
bodied, a short fat fellow.” Here we have a description, with 
certain modifications, of what we should expect to find in the 
Suffolk. A good performer at his w ork and a keen perfoi mer at 
the manger, always carrying a fair proportion of flesh, whether 
the rations be scant or plentiful. This qualification was particu¬ 
larly mentioned by Mr. C. G. Tindall, who was largely engaged in 
heavy transport work in Australia, his teams often covering several 
hundreds of miles from one point to another. This breeder had 
considerable experience with Suffolks, for lie purchased his first 
animal for export at the Chelmsford Royal Show in 1856, and 
in alluding to his experience with the Suffolk-cross horses on 
this work said that more often than not they came off the 
journey in better condition than when they set out, having 
obtained their living solely from the grass by the side of the 
track they were parsing along. Two other reasons he gave 
for favouring the Suffolk Horse, which qualifications would be 
of vital importance in the Colonies—they were excellent in 
standing the heat, and being a breed of such long standing and 
pure blood they were enabled to stamp their character on their 
progeny, when crossed with native marcs of various descriptions. 

The Suffolk was, as was to be expected, a decided success 
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in the Great War. Numerous letters appear in the press ampli¬ 
fying the powers of endurance possessed by the Suffolks. Of 
these spontaneous testimonials from men in the fighting line, 
one was very much to the point. After remarking he had 
com** across many different breeds amongst the lines, he says— 
“ before I came to France I was continually being told that it 
was the feet and legs of a horse of which you must take par¬ 
ticular notice; these carry the body and therefore are most 
important, the carcase being of little account, but now I am a 
Tommy and have to look after horses myself I am not the least 
particular about the feet and legs, they will not break, but what 
I want to see is a good constitution, an easy feeder and a roomy 
cupboard wherein to stow the food away; no short-ribbed, 
herring-stomached animal in my lines if I can prevent it.” An 
Artillery Officer in Brigadier-General Holtham’s Division, 
referring to the Suffolk, says :—“ He was a big-barrelled, strong¬ 
necked, low-bodied horse, with terrific pulling power, and what 
was more to the point, had a know ledge of how to make the best 
use of it. One could well describe him as a sort of beefy chest¬ 
nut Goliath, which pulled anything and everything without 
much effort and even replaced a team of mules on some occa¬ 
sions.” 

Of longevity in tho Suffolk Breed there are numerous in¬ 
stances. In the history of the Suffolk we find that at one of the 
early Shows of the Suffolk Agricultural Association a mare was 
exhibited w ith a sucking filly by her side, the united ages of which 
amounted to forty-one years. The filly was, howev- r , we should 
add, then tw o years old, but the most reliable evidence was given, 
which conclusively proved that at the time she was foaled her 
dam was thirty-seven years old. The mare which bred Webb’s 
Rising Star 1266, the first prize horse at Leeds in 1861, was two 
and twenty years old when the horse was foaled. The dam of 
Lofft’s Cup-bearer 824, a mare owned by the Rev. O. Reynolds 
of Debach, was one of sixteen foals, which he bred from her 
dam in sixteen successive years. 

Those two well-known sires, Sudbourne Arabi and Sudboume 
Arab , are both more than twenty years of age and still standing 
at the stud to-day, with good results, their produce being still 
prominent in the Show-ring. Even these patriarchs have some 
way yet to travel in order to eclipse Julian’s Boxer , a horse that 
actually travelled for twenty-five years without a break. The 
Suffolk can and has been employed for a variety of purposes 
in his homo country and in almost every other part of the 
universe. For agricultural w'ork he stands out, staunch at the 
collar, smart in the trace, an easy feeder, and subject to few of the 
ills to be found, more particularly where length of hair is con¬ 
spicuous. He may be relied upon to do his bit with easy grace 
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and with less exertion than one would anticipate and in a tight 
comer he is not found wanting. 

As an agricultural horse the Suffolk has for many years been 
admitted hard to beat. As a horse for horticultural work and 
market growing, now so much on the increase, he has additional 
qualifications. Suffolk breeders have never aimed at producing 
a horse with a massive spreading hoof, but have rather devoted 
their attention to breeding an animal with a sound, medium¬ 
sized hoof, of the best quality. Engaged in such cultivation the 
Suffolk has the advantage, for he can pass to and fro on a plot 
of land without doing the damage a heavier-footed animal must 
inevitably cause. The same also applies to the working amongst 
fruit trees, where the Suffolk, expecially the lighter class, has been 
found to render valuable service under tho spreading branches of 
standards and also amongst bushes, where a heavy massive 
animal is at a disadvantage. Numerous instances could be called 
to mind of the success achieved by the Suffolk for crossing 
purposes in East Anglia and also vhen located far from his 
native home. Being good doer* with a tendency to put on 
flesh, even with scanty rations, not inclined to be the least 
affected by the heat of the sun, are qualifications not to be 
overlooked in a sire, especially when he is enabled to hand on 
these characteristics to his progeny. 

The Suffolk crossed with native marcs in our Colonies pro¬ 
duces an annual suitable to all classes of farm \v ork and he can in 
addition be hitched up on Sunday to drive the family to church. 
Several Suffolk stallions were some fifty years since sold to the 
present Irish Free State. It may not be generally known that 
many of the most valuable heavy-weight hunters contained Suffolk 
blood, the practice being to mate a Suffolk sire with a well-bred 
thoroughbred typo of mare and to put the progeny again to a 
thoroughbred sire. The result of such breeding produces the 
quahty and staying power of the blood horse with the modified 
weight-carrying qualifications of tho Suffolk, an excellent 
hunter frequently being the result. 

Mr. 11. Good, a veterinary surgeon in County Cork, writing 
in an agricultural paper said—“ I consider the Suffolk horse is 
the best horse for Ireland. I have had a Suffolk stallion for 
nine years and have bred over ninety mares each year and left 
eighty per cent in foal. As for breeding hunters, none better. 
I have a brood mare got by a Suffolk sire out of a half-bred mare, 
and her produce with a thoroughbred horse make £100 apiece 
and work of the farm for three years. In fact the half-bred 
Suffolks 1 have will do harness work, such as heavy wagonette, 
with eight or ten persons in it in great style. They are very 
hardy, have lots of heart for hard work, easy keepers, splendid 
plough horses, no dirt on their legs after a day’s ploughing, 
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no scratches, grease, etc. Half-bred Suffolks from heavy mares 
make splendid work horses, being quick and never tiring. I 
have seen a few results from pony mares, the result is a thick-set 
cob that can trot ten miles an hour, and easily fed. In fact, I 
havo bred every class of mare, and according to the mares you 
get, heavy carthorses, vanners, hunters and harness horses. ,, 

Sir Wilfrid Blunt, in giving his reminiscence on horse breeding, 
stated he had been successful in following the Arab and Suffolk 
cross. The experiment was undertaken, in the first instance, 
with the object of producing suitable carriage horses for his own 
use, it being customary for the owner to take long driving tours 
annually in unfrequented parts of England. So fortunate was he 
with the produce of the experiment that he says—“ In a few 
years I had the precise animal I required and after six seasons’ 
hard driving, in which they have proved themselves untirable 
and excellent in every way, I have come to the conclusion they 
will last me the remainder of my driving days.” He further 
describes them as bright chestnuts with admirable feet and legs 
and able to trot eight to ten miles an hour and continually cover 
forty miles a day with ease. A well-known Master of Fox¬ 
hounds in the Eastern Counties was relating his experience of 
excellent mounts he had had, and remarked that a certain 
Suffolk Thoroughbred cross he had ridden for twelve seasons 
had never had a fall. The Suffolk has frequently been mated 
with the Shire mare with most satisfactory results, whilst the 
late Sir Oswald Mosley was very persistent in his praise of the 
Suffolk-Clydesdale cross. 

The Suffolk Punch has always been very limited in regard to 
numbers when compared with other heavy horse breeds. In the 
middle part of the last century there is substantial evidence 
that some stallions were sold for export, but these were few and 
could not have made a serious inroad on the stock on hand. 
However, be that as it may, it was not until the publication of 
the first volume of the Stud Book that the export trade reached 
any serious dimensions. Australia had been purchasing an oc¬ 
casional animal or two for several years. The same may be said 
of New Zealand, but about this period Argentina came into the 
market with orders of from twelve to twenty in a shipment, and 
this was closely followed by buyers from the United States and 
Canada. 

It has been often remarked of the Suffolk Horse that at the 
outbreak of War there were few available for Army purposes. 
This is easily accounted for if reference is made to the Export 
Certificates granted, as annually published in the Suffolk Stud 
Book. In this tabulated list will be found not only the name 
of the animal given but the destination to which it was exported. 
It will also be ascertained, if a calculation is made of the total 
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of the number of animals exported and compared with the total 
number of entries yearly recorded, that the Suffolk Horse Breeders 
were actually, prior to the Great War, exporting not less than one 
third of their stock annually bred. Any breed being depleted 
to such an extent must find it difficult to show a vast increase 
in their numbers. The produce of the majority of animals 
changing hands in this country would naturally come forward 
for registration in some future Stud Book, but animals exported 
are practically lost. 

Thus it was at the outbreak of hostilities, when the demand 
for Artillery horses was most pressing, that the stock of Suffolk 
Horses in the country was short, following closely on recent 
years with a heavy export demand. It must not be supposed 
that it was only the registered Suffolks that were in request, 
as many a shipment of Suffolk geldings and half-bred Suffolks, 
both mares and geldings, were sent from Harwich, their destina¬ 
tion being Germany and Austria. Had the numbers of Suffolk 
horses not been so reduced there is no doubt the East Anglican 
Breed would have appeared m more in the limelight on 
continental soil during those sad years of devastation. Although 
not numerically strong, it was no mean record ho obtained. 

A striking illustration of this occurred at the Suffolk Agri¬ 
cultural Show held at Ipswich in 1888. The previous year 
those two well-known stallions Mr. BiddelPs Foxhall and Mr. 
Edgar’s Leiston had been exported to U.S.A. They had been 
shown and criticised at the Fairs the previous fall, with the 
result that three influential American buyers in a large way of 
business made their appearance for the first time at this Suffolk 
Show. Their object, they stated, was to handle a clean-legged 
horse and they wore of the opinion the Suffolk would fill the bill 
with their customers. If they created a demand for the Suffolks 
they must naturally be able to supply the goods, otherwise it 
was not to their advantage to spend their dollars in building up 
a market for any breed of which future supplies would not be 
available. It was estimated that they would require some six 
hundred head during the forthcoming three years. Eventually 
it had to be admitted that if their requirements were of such 
extensive numbers the animals could not be procured. The 
sequel to this visit was that these three American Importers 
went direct to France and purchased Percherons, although they 
admitted they would have preferred the Suffolk, as they con¬ 
sidered him the better horse of the two. 

Allusion has previously been made to the excellent work and 
of the highly complimentary reports received of the Suffolk 
Horses engaged in active service during the War. As a result 
of such meritorious services rendered, the Army Remount Depart¬ 
ment decided some three years since to send a Buyer down to the 
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principal centres of the breed where owners could send in their 
animals for inspection, and if approved and after passing a strict 
veterinary examination, they were purchased for Army purposes. 
After the second batch had been despatched some six months, 
the Secretary of the Suffolk Horse Society (Mr. Raymond Keer) 
made enquiries as to how the recently purchased Suffolks had 
acquitted themselves. A report from the headquarters of the 
Royal Artillery, 3rd Division, from Bulford was received stating 
“ The Officers consider these Suffolk Punches are, as regards 
haulage powers, certainly the equal, and in some respects the 
superiors, of other breeds of heavy horses of which they have 
had experience. They have performed satisfactorily the normal 
Artillery work of peace time on Salisbury Plain. They are good 
doers, and keep their condition on their Government ration, 
are active, show great perseverance, and maintain a good walking 
speed. They are easy to train, and are particularly docile, 
especially in stables. Their clean legs mean less work than with 
the rough-legged breeds, and the leg diseases most prevalent 
wuth the latter are absent.” 

A recent number of the Live Stock Journal contained the 
following, “Army Officials have, following a Parade of Suffolk 
Horses at Ipswich and Bury St. Edmunds, purchased thirty-one 
geldings and gast mares ranging from four to six years old. 
At each centre goodly numbers of Punches of those ages, and all 
of them sound, greatly pleased the Army Buyers. The two 
parades in the east and west of the county weie pleasing sights, 
especially when the uniformity of colour of th'^e whole-red 
chestnuts, wdiich were active on sound feet and legs, are taken 
into account. The selected animals weie submitted to the 
severest tests by tho Army’s inspecting officers and veterinary 
surgeon, who made favourable comments on the character of 
the animals. The thirty-one animals selected by the inspecting 
colonel were true to the breed type and most suitable to take 
their places in any gun team, foi which purpose it is understood 
they are to be used. Another satisfactory feature of these two 
parades was that the smaller breeder shared in the s*iles that were 
effected at prices which cannot but be regarded as a paying 
proposition.” 

The Suffolk Punch is making new friends. In June last a 
representative party of agriculturalists anti pastoralists, num¬ 
bering some fifty-seven members in all, arrived in this country 
from South Africa, their object being to gather information as 
to our methods of agriculture and stockbreeding as well as to 
investigate tho various conditions of marketing the produce. 
The party consisted of representatives of all parts of South 
Africa, ranging from the sparsely populated regions in the Northern 
and Western Transvaal to the more thickly populated districts 
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in the Cape Province. Mr. W. Callender-Easby, one of the party, 
contributed an interesting article to the Field setting forth 
the opinion and the impression the British Stock made on his 
companions and the party collectively. In his allusion to the 
Suffolk Horse it is stated: “ Of the different breeds of cart-horses 
the Suffolk Punch w as a very easy first in the estimation of the 
party as being most suitable for our conditions, and would un¬ 
doubtedly be of great value for grading up to light Colonial 
marcs of the country, which in most cases lack in weight and in 
many cases in courage and docility. 

4 4 The Suffolk has these two qualititcs emphasised in his make¬ 
up, and owing to his long line of straight breeding might bo 
expected to stamp those two desirable qualities upon his progeny. 
His general conformation is also much in his favour, nearly all 
of them are well ribbed up, short in the coupling and strong in 
the loins, with beautiful rounded hind-quarters, short, flat, 
hard-boned legs, and, as bred at present, with good hard blue 
feet, a very necessary qualification in the Colonies, where horses 
are seldom shod. For some unaccountable reason a chestnut 
colour is not liked in our Union, there being a widespread belief 
that a chestnut horse is nearly always a vicious horse ; this is 
emphatically not the case with the Suffolks, one of their well- 
proved qualities being docility. I have also heard it said that 
the Suffolk mare is not the most suitable for mule breeding, 
being liable to throw mules with heavy, sluggish heads ; the 
Punch is rather heavy in the head and latch, and whilst not being 
out of place on his owm short neck and thick-set body, this head 
and neck would be fatal on mules, as mules with coarse donkey 
heads are unsaleable and are usually sluggish and vicious brutes. 

44 Our party was given an opportunity of seeing several of the 
noted Studs of Suffolks, notably the Coney Weston Stud, which 
has at its head that wonderful old horse, Sudbourne Arabi , a 
horse now 21 years of age and still working well. The value 
of a sire is always found in his progeny, and the Coney Weston 
Stud contains amongst its young stock some of the most perfect 
specimens of the breed it has been my pleasure to sec, one two- 
years-old Colt particularly impressed me as being most suitable 
for the Colonies and especially for South Africa. He is of grand 
formation, not too heavy, most typical of the breed, wide, level 
back, beautiful colour, short cannon bone, splendid hard feet; 
in fact, full of quality, and with it all one of the fastest movers 
I have ever seen. The matrons of this stud came in for a lot 
of admiration, and the owner is to be congratulated on having 
got together such an even lot of well-bred animals. 

44 The Orwell Park Stud was also visited, and this Stud ^ as 
seen under unusual conditions, all yoked and shown as they can 
be seen daily. This manner of showing the animals impressed our 
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party immensely, and did more to popularise the breed than any 
other method ; we saw them under ordinary working conditions 
on the farm, and not under show conditions, and it was here where 
the party were convinced that the Suffolk was the right horse 
for our conditions, and it was here where a beautiful specimen of 
the breed was seen, a stallion, belonging, I believe, to Mr. A. T. 
Pratt, a gentleman who has done much for the breed. It was 
regretted that time did not permit of our visiting other noted 
studs, such as the Bawdsey, the Cressing, the Garston, the 
Riddlesworth and many others.” 

Such is the impression of the Suffolk Horse on the impartial 
minds of our Colonial friends. If breeders will but bear in mind 
the old princely type, having moderate-sized feet of good quality, 
and short legs with clean joints, devoid of all tendency to coarse¬ 
ness, possessing a deep well-ribbed-up carcass, with width 
behind as well as in front, and standing about 16 Jh h., there will 
bo little to fear from outside competition where’er it may come 
in the shape of horseflesh or mechanical power. It appears to 
be human to go after strange gods and some are apt to be inclined 
to sacrifice everything in the endeavour to obtain greater size. 
Is it not universally admitted by all horse-breeding authorities 
that it is much more difficult to breed a big good animal than 
a small good one ? and the latter is much more likely to be free 
from un&oundness. Why then strive for an animal 17 h. h. or over 
with the chance of it being cast in the veterinary examination, 
especially in the present days when the steam wagon is sup¬ 
planting the heavier horse for long distances.on tl road, which 
is becoming more and more difficult for horse traffic ? 

If the Suffolk Horse is bred on the lines indicated he will be 
found capable of exerting the old endurance at the dead pull, 
will be blessed with a docile temperament, and marked capacity 
for thriving on short rations, while no day will be too long at the 
collar. 

With such an animal there is no fear of there not being a 
place for the Suffolk amongst the numerous vicissitudes of this 
workaday world. Competition must, no doubt, become more 
acute in the direction of mechanical traction, but the Suffolk 
Punch will still be an animal desirable and useful to man. 

Fred Smith. 

Woodbridge, Suffolk. 
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THE USE OF THE DYNAMOMETER IN SOIL 
CULTIVATION STUDIES AND IMPLE¬ 
MENT TRIALS. 

Introduction. 

In all competitive trials of cultivation implements the results 
are interpreted on the assumption that the soil of the field was 
uniform to begin with. The relative draughts of different 
ploughs would be assessed by comparing the traces of a record¬ 
ing dynamometer in the hitch between the plough and the horse 
or tractor, and any pronouncement as to the ease of draught of 
each plough would be based largely, if not entirely, on these 
records. 

In the ease of field experiments, such as manurial or variety 
trials, the question of soil uniformity is also very important. 
The inherent natural fertility of a field varies from point to 
point, and the yields obtained a limited series of plots 

receiving different manures cannot therefore be attributed solely 
to the effects of the added manures. In the modem develop¬ 
ment of plot technique, this difficulty is to a certain extent met 
by having several plots for each treatment and by subjecting 
the results to a special statistical analysis developed for this 
purpose. 

The above two illustrations are typical: either one tacitly 
assumes the soil is uniform and hopes for the best, or if the 
possibility of an unknown degree of variation is recognised, one 
is compelled to make a considerable elaboration of the experi¬ 
ment. 

The importance of this subject was brought forcibly to our 
notice in the course of a scries of investigations made at Rotham- 
sted by Dr. W. B. Haines and the writer, on problems connected 
with soil cultivation. Considerable use was being made of a 
recording dynamometer in this work, in measuring, for example, 
the effect of different manures on the resistance offered by the 
soil to the passage of a cultivation implement. The results 
obtained were at first more than usually puzzling. They were 
difficult to reconcile with one another, and with other known 
tacts. On further examination it appeared that the discrepancies 
might be due to one or both of the following causes: (1) the 
difficulty of obtaining reliable readings from a dynamometer 
under field conditions, (2) an inherent lack of uniformity in the 
soil itself affecting the dynamometer readings and thus obscuring 
any effect produced by the manures. It therefore became 
necessary to make special tests of the reliability of the dyna¬ 
mometer under field conditions and also to test the uniformity 
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of the soil The former problem—the evolution of a reliable 
dynamometer technique—presented no special difficulties, but 
the latter one needed some consideration 

Normally the usual criterion of uniformity is a visual inspec¬ 
tion of the area by practical men, supplemented occasionally by 
a chemical and physical examination of soil samples, taken at 
regularly spaced intervals across the field This criterion ap¬ 
peared quite insufficient to us In the first place a visual inspec¬ 
tion can only decide whether the land is reasonably level and 
free from obvious changes m soil texture, and on this count the 
fields with which we were concerned would have been unhesitat¬ 
ingly accepted In the second place, physical and chemical 
analyses of soil of the number needed, would have involved a 
prohibitive amount of labour, and m the present state of our 
knowledge only general inferences could be drawn from the 
laboratory measurements as to the degree of uniformity of field 
characteristics We therefore adopted the duect method of 
using the dynamometer measurements themselves as an indica¬ 
tion of the actual degree of uniformity of a field which passed 
the \isual tests The results of the experiments, and theu bear¬ 
ing on implement trials and field experiments gcneially, is dis 
cussed below 

1 Thl Evolution o* a Rtn \jbie Dynamometer 
Tj chmqul 

The Watson dynamometer has been used throughout the 
experiments It is not necessarv to describe tin insti iment in 
any detail, as it is well known thiough its emplc^me nt in \anous 
official tractor and implement tuals In its cs&tiitials it is a 
sc If recordmg pressure gauge, and the di aught is recorded as a 
continuous trace by a stylus on a moving paper strip A time 
record is also automatically made on the chart bv means of a 
clock which actuates an electronngnet every 10 seconds, causing 
it to draw a second stylus aside momentarily The forward 
motion of the paper is controlled by a flexible geaimg from one 
of the wheels carrying tho dynamometer, hence if this wheel 
runs evenly on the land the connection betw een distance tiav elled 
and amount of chart movement should be constant Owing 
however, to the occasional slipping of the land wheel and especi¬ 
ally to the adhesion of soil clods to the wheel, the ielation is not 
exact This was met by introducing an airangcment by w hie h 
the tune stylus would be depressed m a special distinguishing 
manner from its ordinary motion, and this maik was used to 
indicate on the chait the exact point at* which a plot boundary 
or other distinguishing featuie was passed When the chart was 
subsequently examined the existence of these special marks 
enabled the chart to be divided up mto sections that corre- 
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sponded accurately with the sections or plots in the field itself. 
The allied matters of the accuracy of the clock mechanism and 
the spring against which the oil-pressure is exerted were care¬ 
fully tested and found to be correct. 

The actual result given on the chart therefore could be relied 
upon as a true record of the forces experienced by the hitch of the 
plough during the operation, but it remained to be seen whether 
this was entirely due to variations in the resistance offered by 
the soil itself. 

The record itself shows a very irregular line corresponding 
to rapid fluctuations in pull, and it was necessary, firstly, to 
know whether these w ere due to chance occurrence of stones or 
similar obstacles, or whether they represented significant differ¬ 
ences in the soil that would always reappear in operations over 
the same spot. Secondly, it was also essential to see how sensi¬ 
tive the record was to changes in speed, depth of ploughing, 
manner of hitching and slope of the ground, since these factors 
would probably not remain at an exactly constant value during 
a test. 

The first query w as answered by obtaining records of a cross 
ploughing of weathered furrows, where the first ploughing had 
been done in sections at different times, and thus gave rise to 
corresponding differences along the cross furrows. On com¬ 
paring the traces of a number of contiguous furrows the charts 
were found to be almost identical, even small variations in the 
drawbar pull being reproduced each time the same spot was 
reached. The experiment was repeated on other fields with 
similar results. No matter what the actual shape of the trace 
for a given furrow might be, that of the adjacent furrow T was 
closely similar, both in the general shape from end to end and 
in the minor details of variation. 

The second query required separate tests although of course 
the results of the first query gave, indirectly, strong evidence 
that the implemental factors remained constant. As we used a 
tractor throughout, in preference to horses, we were able to keep 
the variable factors under control more easily. In horse-plough¬ 
ing the character of the w r ork is largely under the control of the 
ploughman, who will ease the plough or hold it to its work in 
accordance with the nature of the land. Theso would have been 
additional complications that it was advisable to defer until 
later investigations. The effect of displacing the hitch and 
“ set ” of the plough from their correct positions produced bad 
work, and had little or no effect on the drawbar pull, unless the 
depth of ploughing became changed. This latter effect was 
independently tested. 

For the normal range of ploughing depths— i.e. 4£ in. to G in. 
on this land—the drawbar pull was proportional to the depth, 
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the increase from 4£ in. to 6 in. being about 25 per cent. A 
correction to the drawbar pull for change in depth of ploughing 
could easily be made on this basis where necessary. In our 
experiments, frequent measurement of depth showed no appreci¬ 
able variation. 

The question of the change of slope of the field was examined 
by comparing the drawbar pull of furrows going up and down 
the same slope. There was no meas urable difference for gradients 
less than 1 in 40. This result is surprising at first sight, since 
the extra work on the tractor going uphill is very obvious. But 
this is mainly due to the effect of raising its own weight, and 
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Fig. 1.— Relation l>otwoon Drawbar Pull and Speed of Ploughing. 

is not shown on the dynamometer, vhich only records the extra 
resistance due to raising the weight of the plough up the slope, 
and this is very small in comparison with the resistance due to 
the soil. On a drawbar pull of 1000 lb. due to the latter effect, 
the extra pull for dram ing a 300 lb. plough up a 1 in 40 slope is 
only 7 lb. 

The remaining factor is the question of speed of ploughing 
This is undoubtedly the most important, not in connection with 
the effect on the dynamometer record, which is relatively small, 
but with tho general economics of land cultivation. This is 
considered in detail in a separate section below. The small 
direct effect of speed on the dynamometer record can best bo 

c 
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seen from Fig. 1, which illustrates tests over the maximum 
range of the tractor. For convenience the value for normal or 
standard speed—2-5 ft. per second—has been put as 100. The 
test was made under rigid conditions so as to eliminate from the 
results such factors as soil variations which affect the drawbar 
pull, and each point on the diagram represents the mean value 
of about 9 comparisons between that speed and the standard 
one. It will be seen that the relation is linear and that the 
drawbar pull changes but little for a large change in speed. An 
increase from 2\ to 4 ft. per sec., for instance—which would 
mean an increase of 60 per cent, in area ploughed for a given 
time—only increases the drawbar pull by 8 per cent. For 
unavoidable changes of speed likely to occur in an experiment, 
the effect on the dynamometer record is therefore negligible. 

II. A Test of Soil Uniformity. 

The area selected for this test was a 6-acrc portion of 
Sawyer’s Field, which, except for one slight dell, was level and 
showed no obvious irregularities of any kind. The whole field 
had received uniform treatment for many years. The ploughing 
was done on a clover sod that had been twice cut for hay. The 
area was divided into square plots of one chain side and the 
boundaries in one uircction were marked as ridges in setting out 
the ploughing lands. Since all the ploughing could not be done 
in one day, rather loss than half of each land was ploughed before 
the dynamometer was attached. The test furrows therefore ran 
approximately through the middle of each half-plot. The 
experiment was done on a dull day in September, 1924, and the 
dynamometer records for each half-plot are the average of several 
contiguous furrows in each case. During the experiment, as a 
precaution to equalise the possible effect of such changes as 
drying out of the land on the drawbar pull, the whole field was 
systematically worked across twice. The weather conditions, 
however, were such as to make this possibility negligible. The 
final mean values of the drawbar pull for each ha If-plot are 
given in Table I. For convenience of reference the plot divisions 
were marked consecutively from 1 to 8 along one edge of the 
field and lettered from A to K along the adjacent edge, so that 
any plot can be specified by a combination of the appropriate 
number and letter. 

A glance at the table shows that wide variations occur in 
the drawbar pull of different plots. These are not due to differ¬ 
ences in moisture content across the field, as measurement of 
these values showed a remarkable uniformity. The general 
trend of the drawbar pull changes is best seen in a graphical 
form. In Fig. 2 regions of equal drawbar pull have been joined 
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Table I.— Drawbar Pull Values (lb.) on Sawyer’s Field. 
Ransoms Two-Furrow Plough. Austin Tractor. 


Plot. 1 2 3 4 5,0 7 8 

I 1 I 


A. Down . 1,236 1,258 1,260 

Up . . 1,233 1,260 1,276 

B. Down . 1,293 1,296 1,282 

Up . . 1,231 1,331 1,275 

C. Down . 1,257 1,285 1,282 

Up . . 1,342 1,287 1,328 

D. Down . | 1,380 1,337 1,345 

Up . . 1 1,363 1,374 1,356 

E. Down . i 1,315 1,363 1,349 

Up . . ' 1,378 1,386 1,444 

F. Down . I 1,296 1,333 1,368 

Up . . 1,263 1,269 1,292 

G. Down . 1,275 1,288 1,317 

Up . . 1,236 1,2 i9 1,294 

II. Down . 1,232 1,246 1,275 

Up . . 1,208 1,241 1,265 

J. Down . 1,158 1,250 1,243 

Up . . — 1,082 I 1,171 

K. Down . — 1,174 1,215 


1,282 

1,301 | 

— 

— 

— 

1,277 

1,335 1 

1,383 

— 

— 

1,304 

1,409 

1,428 

— 

— 

1,262 

1,340 

1,380 

— 

— 

1,270 

1,375 

1,375 

— 

— 

1,337 

1,456 

1,419 

— 

— 

1,470 

1,529 

1,475 

— 

— 

1,464 

1,638 1 

1 1,712 

— 

““ 

1,493 

1,665 1 

1,675 

— 


1,544 

1,513 1 

1 1,637 

1,500 

— 

1,384 

1,477 

1,507 

1 _ 

— 

1,317 

1,579 

1,428 

1,441 

— 

1,366 

1,526 

1,370 

, 1,259 

— 

1,333 

1,522 

1,394 

1 1,265 

— 

1,382 

, 1,329 

1,359 

1,273 

— 

1,335 

1 1,362 

1,382 

1,342 

1,310 

1,263 

1,288 

1,353 

1,328 

1,291 

1,220 

1,250 

1,190 

1,238 

1,209 

1,218 

1,225 

1,242 

— 

— 


i 


by lines on a scale plan of the field. The figure thus has the 
appearance of an ordinary contour map, in which the “ hills ” 
and the “ valleys ” correspond to high and low drawbar pulls 
respectively. The method of drawing these contour lines was 
to assume that the mean value of the drawbar pull for each 
plot was the true one for the centre of the plot, and, further, 
that the drawbar pull gradient to the contiguous plots was quite 
smooth. Although this convention results in a considerable 
smoothing out of the smaller variations, which, as shown in the 
first section of this paper, could be perfectly legitimate deduc¬ 
tions from the data, it has the advantage of focussing the atten¬ 
tion on the really vital differences. The term “ isodyne ” has 
been adopted as a convenient description of these “ contour ” 
lines of equal drawbar pull. 

The evidence of Table I and Fig. 2 is very significant, and 
shows that as far as the physical properties are concerned, an 
assumption of a uniform soil would have been far from correct. 
The range of variations in the drawbar pull is no less than 40 per 
cent. The question of the reliability of these results has already 
been considered in the preceding section, and no doubt* arises 
on this score. In addition, the ease With which the isodynes 
could be drawn through the drawbar pull values is evidence of 
the constancy of the implemental factors during the experiment. 
Any such variations from furrow to furrow would show up as a 
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tendency for the isodynes to run more or less parallel to the 
direction of ploughing, and it would be difficult to tell from 
Fig. 2 in which direction the ploughing was done. Only in the 
case of the F strip is there any such indication, and the direction 
of the isodyncs here is partly due to the plough accidentally 



Fig. 2. —Distribution of Drawbar Pull (isodynes) over Sawyer’s Field 


N.B —Strip A extends between tho points marked A and B, Strip B 
between the points B and C, and so on. The left half of each strip is 
the one donoted in Table 1 as ploughod “ down,” and the right half “ up ” 

pulling out of its work, and some of the readings were affected 
in consequence. An additional proof of the reliability of the 
results was given by a statistical examination, in which the 
probable error for the values of the drawbar pull gradient from 
one plot to the next was calculated for a number of cases taken 
at random. The values ranged around 10-20 per cent., with a 
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few exceptional cases, such as plots at the beginning of a furrow 
where irregularities are always greatest The direction of the 
gradient therefore is always significant and its value is correct 
to at least one part in five 

The full implication of these results can be realised if this 
field had been used for a competitive implement trial, m which 
each plough would have been alloted to a strip runmng the whole 
length or width of the field We can get a close approximation 
to the average values that would ha^e been given by the same 
plough on each strip by comparing the au rages for the columns 
(or the rows) m Table I These values are shown m Table II. 

Table II—Avlragx Drawbar Plil for Strips across the 
whole Arla 

Stnp A B C D ]] 

Average) 

diawbar 1 207, 1,297 I W 1 303 1,307,1,345 1,421,1,485 1,400,1,470 
pull, lb ) 

Stup F C. H J Iv 

A\erago) 

drawbar' 1 104,1 170 1 141 1 12s 1,200 1 100 1 272 1 194 1,215 

pull, lb I 

Ship 1 2 1 4 5 0 7 

A\erago ) 

drnwhu 1,270 1 279 1 207 1 341 1 428 1 417 1,317 

pull, lb ) 

These results show that, in spite of the additional smoothing 
due to averagmg the drawbar pull for the whol length of the 
strip, vuy considerable differences still remain If the lowest 
value for diawbai pull in each of the two sets of strips be taken 
as slandaid, the imlease m drawbar pull uses to a maximum of 
12 4 per cent oi 11 2 per cent according to whether the strips 
weie taken up and down or across the field The gravest injus¬ 
tice would have been done had the field been used for a com¬ 
parative test of different ploughs, smee differences m drawbar 
pull of as much as 11-12 per cent would have been due, not 
to any merit of design, but solely to the chance of which par¬ 
ticular strip of the field was allotted to each implement When 
one remembers that even in the present stage of development of 
power-drawn implements, the immediately attamablc reduction 
m draught due to improvement m design is not likely to exceed 
5 per cent, theie is obvious danger m assuming that because a 
field looks uniform it is m reality so, and is theiefore suitable 
for such trials 

Hence, m any such woik special precautions are necessary 
if reliable results aic to be obtained The most desirable solu¬ 
tion would be to find, by a preliminary trial, an area over which 
the dynamometer values are reasonably uniform Such areas 
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do exist; in fact one field less than 600 yards from the one con¬ 
sidered above showed great regularity, the drawbar pull over a 
considerable portion having a variation of only two or three 
parts per thousand. There was no a priori reason to expect this 
uniformity, especially as the field has for many years been in 
use for manurial experiments. In the event of a uniform field 
not being available, two methods may be suggested for eliminat¬ 
ing the effect of soil variations in a competitive implement trial. 
One method would be for one furrow to be ploughed by one 
implement, the next by another, and so on in turn until the 
work was finished. Since, as shown above, the natural soil 
variations from one furrow to the next are comparatively small, 
a comparison could safely be made between the drawbar pull 
of one implement for a given furrow, and that of another imple¬ 
ment for the immediately adjacent furrow. For each pair of 
implements there would be a number of these comparisons of 
contiguous furrows at regular intervals across the field, and the 
averages of these would give a reliable indication of the respective 
draughts of the two ploughs. A similar comparison would be 
made between the second and the third implement, the third 
and the fourth, and bo on. 

An alternative course is to make a preliminary survey of the 
whole area, using one plough, and to construct from the results 
an isodyne map as indicated above, which would be used to 
correct the recorded draughts of the competing implements for 
the effects due to the soil variations. In this type of trial each 
implement would be allotted to a separate strip or “ land.” 
The preliminary survey could not be made immediately before 
the trials for obvious reasons. In some cases it could be made 
some little time before, and the competing implements set to 
work the cross furrows, but usually the preliminary survey 
would have to be made in the previous season. The question at 
once arises whether the isodynes are permanent or whether their 
position differs from one ploughing to another, owing, for in¬ 
stance, to seasonal factors. Although a full answer to this 
question is not yet possible, dynamometer records that have 
been obtained on other fields at Rothamsted in successive sea¬ 
sons indicate that no serious seasonal effect is likely to occur, 
provided the whole field has been treated uniformly in the 
matters of cultivation, manuring, and cropping in the interval. 
Any such effect is more likely to show as a proportionate raising 
(or lowering) of the drawbar pull values over the whole area 
rather than in any serious differential effect between regions of 
high and low drawbar pull. This question will, however, be 
followed up in detail. 

In addition to their important bearing on implement trials, 
the above results must be considered in their relation to field 
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experiments. The drawbar pull variations are a reflection of 
corresponding changes in the physical properties of the soil 
over the field, and such properties have an influence on the 
growth and yield of crops. Hence in field experiments the 
yields for any one plot will be the resultant of the inherent soil 
and climatic conditions and the particular manuring. We have 
already mentioned that in modem field plot technique it is 
necessary to have a considerable number of replications of any 
given treatment, to arrange for a random distribution of the 
plots, and to submit the results to a special statistical analysis. 
Unless these precautions are taken errors will occur great as 
those already discussed for implement trials. On the other 
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Fig. 3.—Relation between Drawbar Pull and Tillering Percentage. 

hand, if the direct relation between the soil conditions and the 
yield of the crop be known, it may bo possible either to reduce 
the number of plots for each manurial treatment—with a corre¬ 
sponding saving in labour and expense—or to obtain, with the 
same expenditure of effort as before, a more accurate result. 

The portion of Sawyer’s Field used for the uniformity trial 
is therefore being kept under close observation from this point 
of view. After the dynamometer measurements were made the 
land was prepared for winter wheat. Measurements made by 
Messrs. T. Eden and E. J. Maskell on sixteen representative 
plots showed that a close relationship existed between the early 
stages of plant growth for each plot and the corresponding draw¬ 
bar pull. Thus the number of plants present on a given plot 
(i.e. the number surviving the winter) was greatest on those 
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plots that had low values for the drawbar pull. Measurements 
at a later stage showed that the percentage of plants that had 
tillered on each plot was also closely inversely related to the 
drawbar pull. The degree of correlation can be seen from 
Fig. 3, in which the percentage of tillered plants is plotted 
against the corresponding drawbar pull. It is not usual in field 
experiments to obtain such close relationships. As the plants 
increased in size the close relationship between growth and 
drawbar pull gradually disappeared. Although there were con¬ 
siderable variations in the figures for grain and straw over the 
complete range of plots, they did not show the statistically 
significant relation to drawbar pull of the earlier measurements. 
Whether this indicates that the physical factors become of less 
importance, or whether other factors, such as spacing and com¬ 
petition, become predominant in the later stages of growth, can¬ 
not be determined without further work over a range of seasons. 
The past season was abnormal in certain respects, and some 
natural differences from plot to plot were in all probability 
greatly accentuated, while other, were reduced. 

III. Some Economic Aspects. 

In Section I, dealing with the evolution of a reliable dyna¬ 
mometer technique, the question of the speed of the implement 
was mentioned. It was shown that for ploughing, an merease 
of the speed from 2i miles per hour to 4 miles per hour—an 
increase which would mean a 60 per cent, greater area ploughed 
in a given time—was attended by only 7 per cent, increase in the 
drawbar pull. It is highly unlikely that the cost of the extra 
fuel needed for this purpose would be more than a small fraction 
of the saving in labour costs per acre resulting from the increased 
speed. Hence increased speed should mean considerable saving 
in expense. With our present implements a limit is set, how¬ 
ever, by the bad work done by a plough moving too quickly, 
and by the excessive wear and tear on the tractor. There is 
therefore a promising future for implements and tractors which 
would work at higher speeds, and the necessary modifications 
in design and the confirmatory experiments should be well 
within the scope of the agricultural enginoer, especially as 
speeds of six miles per hour have for many years been employed 
in steam cultivation. 

In arriving at the precise significance of increased speed in 
reducing costs it is necessary to pay careful attention to the 
method of comparing the results. The usual expression for the 
work done—force multiplied by distance, or in our case, drawbar 
pull multiplied by distance ploughed—is not suitable, since it 
does not take into account the manner in which the drawbar 
pull is produced by the tractor. The matter may be illustrated 
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by considering the case of ploughing up and down the same slope 
with all controls kept constant. We have already seen (p. 33) 
that the drawbar pull is practically the same in both directions. 
Hence, if the usual expression for work done—force multiplied 
by distance—were employed there would be no appreciable 
difference in the two values. But the total power output of the 
tractor is very different in the two cases and shows up unmis¬ 
takably in the slower speed of ploughing uphill. As another 
illustration, consider the simple case of ploughing on the flat. 
The same value would be given for the work done if drawbar 
pull multiplied by distance ploughed were used, whether the 
tractor wheels were slipping or not, whereas the power output 
would be greater in the former case. These considerations show 
that the measurement should be made on a time, rather than a 
distance, basis, and we have used the product of the drawbar 
pull and the time in seconds taken to plough a 1-ft. length of 
furrow as a measure of the output. This product can be called 
the “ power-factor.” By its definition it is obviously closely 
related to the fuel consumption, and we are now investigating 
this point. The assumptions involved in taking the power- 
factor as equivalent to fuel consumption are: (1) that over the 
normal rating of the tractor engine a given drawbar pull corre¬ 
sponds to a certain rate of fuel consumption, and (2) that this 
rate is simply proportional to the drawbar pull. The direct and 
accurate measurement of fuel consumption, especially in short 
runs, is somewhat laborious, and the power factor has therefore 
certain advantages since it is automatically ob^ined from the 
traces on the dynamometer chart. 

The power factor is of special use in comparing the results 
given by the same tractor and plough in any one series of experi¬ 
ments, and since it includes the speed it is a more sensitive 
measurement than drawbar pull alone, which we have already 
seen is but little affected by speed changes. It is also of use in 
comparing relative costs in experiments where different imple¬ 
ments and soils are involved. 

General Conclusions. 

Provided that careful attention is given to adjustments in 
the dynamometer, the variations in drawbar pull obtained on 
the chart can be definitely ascribed to variations in the soil 
resistance. A careful examination was made of the effects on 
the drawbar pull produced by changes in various factors that 
might alter during the course of an experiment. Variations in 
hitch and set of the implement have no* measurable effect on the 
drawbar pull unless the depth of working is affected. Tests on 
adjustment of depth alone showed that over the normal range 
the drawbar pull was proportional to depth. The slope of the 
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land is without effect on the drawbar pull for gradients up to 
1 in 40. The effect of speed is also slight, and an increase from 
2\ to 4 miles per hour—which means a 60 per cent, greater 
area ploughed in a given time—occasions only a 7 per cent, 
increase in drawbar pull. It is unlikely that the cost of the 
extra fuel needed to sustain this 7 per cent, increase would be 
more than a small fraction of the saving in wages, etc. In 
many districts the opportunities for autumn cultivation are 
restricted, and it is imperative to take advantage of every oppor¬ 
tunity if the winter-sown crops are to be got in. This is an 
additional reason why the question of increased speed of working 
of tractors and implements should be seriously taken up by 
agricultural engineers and designers. 

In this type of investigation some measurement in addition 
to drawbar pull is necessary. The usual expression for work 
done is the product of the force and the distance, which in the 
present case is the drawbar pull multiplied by length of furrow. 
This is unsuitable since it does not take into account the special 
manner in which the draw bar p J1 is produced by the tractor. 
We have therefore employed the “power-factor,” which is 
defined as the product of drawbar pull and the time (in seconds) 
taken to plough one foot length of furrow. In many cases this 
factor is more sensitive than drawbar pull alone. It is closely 
related to fuel consumption and can therefore bo used when the 
costs of various operations are being compared. 

With the evolution of the reliable dynamometer technique 
described in Section I, it became possible to study the degree of 
uniformity of soil resistance on different fields. The results 
showed that visual inspection was quite unreliable as an indica¬ 
tion of uniformity. Thus, on one field that would have been 
unhesitatingly accepted by a committee of practical men as quite 
suitable for competitive implement trials, there were gross 
variations in drawbar pull, while on another field, less than 600 
yards away, the drawbar pull was remarkably uniform. The 
variations in the former field were more than sufficient to have 
masked any differences due to superior design, and had the 
results been used as a basis of assessing the relative merits of 
the competing implements, the gravest injustice would have been 
done. There is therefore a necessity for a preliminary dynamo¬ 
meter survey before such a trial, or, alternatively, special means 
must be adopted in the trial for distributing the soil irregularities 
fairly among the competing implements. These differences in 
drawbar pull persist from year to year, and their general dis¬ 
tribution is not affected, but it is not yet certain whether seasonal 
effects bear equally on all types of soil and systems of manuring. 

The essential importance of a reliable dynamometer technique 
and a previous knowledge of the variations across the proposed 
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test-field do not appear to have been hitherto realised. This is 
a disconcerting thought, since it has been generally understood 
that these trials are thoroughly practical and provide data from 
which reliable answers to both economic and practical questions 
Cun be given. 

The changes in drawbar pull across a field are a reflection of 
corresponding changes in the physical properties of the soil. 
The latter have an effect on the growth of plants, hence we find 
a relationship between drawbar pull and plant growth, especially 
in its early stages. Thus the number of plants of winter-sown 
wheat that survived the winter was greatest on those plots hav¬ 
ing the least drawbar pull, and the same relationship held for 
percentage of tillered plants. As growth proceeded, the closeness 
of the relationship fell off, until at harvest, although there were 
considerable differences in yield from plot to plot, they were 
not related significantly to the drawbar pull. The experiments 
discussed in this paper are being continued over a complete 
rotation in order to ascertain the effect of season on the results 
from the point of view of the soil and the response of different 
crops. 

I am indebted to the Cambridge University Press for per¬ 
mission to reproduce Figs. 1 and 2, which have already appeared 
in the Journal of Agricultural Science . 

B. A. Keen. 

Rothomhtod Experimental Station, 

Haipenden, Herts. 


A NOTE ON THE COST OF MOLE-DRAINING. 

Mole-draining is of particular interest at the present time 
when no other form of land drainage is financially possible, 
and it would be of great value to farmers if details of the cost 
of the different processes in use were available. The days when 
the work was done by a cable and windlass are gone, probably 
for ever, and though there are those still living who remember 
the time when teams of ten, twelve and even sixteen horses, 
harnessed direct to the plough, supplied the necessary power, 
it is unlikely that this motive force can compete on equal terms 
with mechanical power to-day. In fact, for practical purposes 
it may be said that the means available to the farmer desirous 
of mole-draining are limited to three : (1) direct haulage by the 
agricultural tractor; (2) haulage by cable and two “steam- 
engines (on the principle of the steam plough); (3) haulage by 
cable and one engine, a horse team being employed to draw 
out the cable and to bring the mole-plough down to the starting- 
point of each drain. 
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Comparative data as to the present-day cost of these three 
methods do not appear to have been collected. 

The probability is that work done by the agricultural tractor 
is the cheapest, and that in many cases, where conditions are 
favourable, direct haulage is also the best. No generalisations, 
however, are possible, and in other cases there is no doubt 
that certain advantages may be claimed for the use of steam 
power applied through a steel cable by a stationary engine. 
These may bo summarised as follows :— 

1. Greater power is available, resulting in a more even and 
steady pull on the mole-plough. The pull is independent of 
the nature and condition of the surface, and the drains can be 
carried through boggy land which would not support a tractor. 
A mole of greater diameter can be used, and the drains can 
be made deeper w'here desirable. 

2. The plough can be more easilv driven in a straight line ; 
the drain is thus more efficient and less liable to become silted 
up, there being few'er bends to check the flow of water and thus 
to cause deposit of sediment. 

3. Less injury is done to the land by the draining operations. 
Since draining is best done in winter when labour is available, 
and when the soils are most easily damaged by such a heavy 
machine as a tractor, this is a point of considerable importance. 

Of course, the relative advantages of haulage by tractor and 
by steam power depend on the circumstance's of each case. 
Where the fields are large, and the slopes uniform, steam haulage 
would seem to have the advantage both in point of efficiency 
of working and of economy. The greater diameter of the mole 
and the straighter drains would tend to prolong their useful 
life, and any consideration of cost is manifestly incomplete 
without taking this factor into account. Where, on the other 
hand, the fields are small and the slopes irregular, but where 
the surface is firm, direct haulage by tractor has certain obvious 
advantages on account of its being less cumbersome. 

For mole-draining by steam power it is not necessary to 
employ two engines as in steam ploughing. In fact, there is 
a definite advantage to be got by using a single engine passing 
along the highest part of the land to be drained and pulling 
the mole-plough through the ground to itself. The implement 
is dragged back to the lower end of the field by a team of horses 
while the engine is moving on to the next position. By the 
courtesy of Mr. A. H. Cornish, of West Farm, Eaton, Berkshire, 
it is possible to supply full costs and details of mole-draining 
carried out by him in this way on 87 acres of low-lying grass- 
lan(Ladjoining the river Thames during the spring of 1925. In 
the fields dealt with the subsoil consists of typical Oxford clay, 
and it is interesting to note that the same fields were previously 
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mole-drained by Mr. Cornish’s father in 1882, and that some 
of the old drains were running freely in 1925. The old mole- 
drains were drawn at a depth of 18 in., the diameter of the 
bore being 3£ in. Their lemarkable efficiency may be attributed 
to these factors together with the character of the subsoil. 

Method of Operation .—All the fields were grass-land, and the 
work was commenced early in April. In the first place, the 
course of the mole-drains was marked by turning over a furrow 
slice with an ordinary plough ; this acted as a guide for the 
haulage cable and provided a groove in which the beam of the 
mole-plough rested. An old-type plough was used, made by a 
local wheelwright, the mole being 3^ in. in diameter and set to 
work at a depth of 18 in. Three horses were used to drag the 
plough to the point where the mole should join the main drain. 
The mole was made to enter the ground by raising the stilts 
and starting to wind the cable. The number of men required 
to control the plough varies according as to whether the course 
of the drains is straight or curved. In the former case two men 
were needed, whereas up to six men might be required in the 
latter case, three of whom would be employed in keeping the 
haulage cable m the furrow by the use of stakes, while the 
others controlled the course of the plough by exerting leverage 
by means of poles passed through the stilts. 

After the moles were drawn, the furrow slices turned over at 
the beginning w r cre turned back, straightened out and rolled. 
Mr. Cornish states that the extra cost involved in this operation 
is amply justified by the results. The cut mau. by the mole- 
plough is m this way covered up and the turf consolidated over 
it. In the event of a dry spell during the following summer 
these cuts are liable to gape rather badly, and falling earth may 
choke the drains ; w hen covered over in the above manner 
this danger is to a great extent eliminated. The actual draw¬ 
ing of the moles was completed in four days, i.e. at a rate of 
nearly 22 acres per day. 

Pre-existing mains were utilised practically throughout. In 
one field, however, it was found necessary to put in a new main, 
and to provide an artificial fall. Old mains are often to be 
met with in land requiring drainage, and their use, wdien pos¬ 
sible, effects a material economy. Pipes were laid in the mole- 
ends at the points where they joined the mains, sometimes three 
or four only being needed ; in wet ground, however, the bores 
were opened out, and pipes carried through to the firmer soil. 
All the outfalls were walled up on the ditch face, and new pipes 
inserted at the outfall ends of the mains, provided with iron 
gratings fixed in cement in the walls to prevent the entrance 
of rabbits, etc. 

Cost .—The consideration of cost involves an appreciation of 
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the position of the farm relative to the proximity of a railway 
station and to sources of supply. This has an important bear¬ 
ing on the cost of carting and on the pnco^of various articles 
required. In this case materials had to be "carted five miles. 

In the following statement the costs have been divided as 
follows: ( 1 ) cost of mole-draining ; ( 11 ) cost of mams, main 
connections and outfalls ; (m) cost of incidental works. Nothing 
has been charged for supervision, which was undertaken by Mr. 
Cornish himself. 


(1) Cost 

Ploughing out furrows . 


Hire of engine 
Coal consumod 
Carting coal 


Attending mole plough . 


Turning back furrows . 

Straightening up fuirows 
Rolling funows 


Allow for use of implements 


or Mole-Draining. 



£ 

8 

d. 

Man days, 4 @ 5/6 . 

1 

2 

0 

Boy days, 4 (a) 2/6 

0 

10 

0 

Horse days, 12 (a) 3/6 

2 

2 

0 

. 

19 

0 

0 

2 tons (a) £2 

4 

0 

0 

Man days, 2 (a) 5/6 . 

0 

11 

0 

Horse days, 2 (a, 3/6 

0 

7 

0 

Man days, 18 (a 5/6 

4 19 

0 

Horbo days, 12 (a) 3/b 

2 

2 

0 

Man days, 3 5/6 

0 

16 

6 

Hoi so days, 3 3/6 

0 

10 

6 

Man daj s, 11 \ (a 5/6 

3 

3 

3 

Man days, 2 (« 5/6 

0 

11 

0 

Horse days, 4 {g) 3/6 

0 

14 

0 


£ a. d. 

3 14 0 

23 18 0 

7 10 

5 15 3 
2 0 0 


Total Cost of Mole draining . . £42 8 3 


(n) Cost or Mains, Main Connections and Outfalls 


£ 8 d. 

Opening mains and mam connections and constructing 
outfalls — 

Farm hands Man days, 9 @ 5/0 .296 

Two drainers . . 744 hours (a ) lOd . 32 5 0 


Cost of pipes 
Carting pipes 5 miles 


900 X 2 m 
. 250 X 3 m . 

350 X 4m, 

. Man days, 9 (a) 5/6 . 
Hoi so days, 9 @ 3/6 


13 15 0 

2 9 6 

1 11 0 


Filling m mams and mam con¬ 
nections . Man days, 31 @ 5/6 

Carting stones for outfall ends Man days, 1 (5) 5/0 . 0 5 6 

Horse days, 1 @ 3/6 0 3 6 


Iron gratings for outfall ends . 


£ s d. 


34 14 6 


17 16 0 
8 10 6 

0 9 0 
1 0 0 


Toted Cost of Mains, Main Connections and Outfalls 


£62 10 0 



47 


A Note on the Cost of Mole-Draining. 


(m) Cost of Incidental Works 




£ 

8 

d 

£ 

8 

d 

Hedge Brushing 

Man days, 6 @ 5/6 




1 

13 

0 

Deepening ditches 

Fencing off outfalls 

Man days, 10 (2) 5/0 
Man days, 0 (a) 5/6 

1 

13 

0 

2 

15 

0 

40 oak fencing posts 

3 

0 

0 




1 cwt wire 


1 

4 

0 




Carting fencing posts 

Man days 2 (a) 5/6 

0 

11 

0 




Horse days, 2 a 3/6 

0 

7 

0 

6 

15 

0 



Total Cost of Incidental Works £11 3 0 


Summary or lorvn Cost oi Draimnq 87 Acrfs 



Total. 

£ 8 d 

Per cent. 

l Molo draining 

42 8 3 

36 2 

li Mains, Main Connections and Outfalls 

62 10 0 

54 4 

ill Incidental Works 

11 3 0 

94 


£116 1 3 

100 0 


The cost per acre amounts to £1 6s 8 d , and it will be noted 
that little more than one-third of it is attributable to the actual 
process of mole ploughing and work incidental thereto Were 
it not for the fact that the existing mams were largely service¬ 
able again the cost of the second item would have been much 
higher and the percentage cost of the mole ploughmg would 
have been lower still On the other hand, expenditure on inci¬ 
dental works will vary accordmg to circumstar es and might 
be reduced m some cases, but it is difficult to conceive any prac¬ 
tical instance where these charges will be entirely absent, even 
though items such as hedge brush mg and ditching be regarded 
as belonging to the normal farm expenses 

Few people, probably, realise how the cost of the work sub¬ 
sidiary to the mam operation mounts up The connection of 
the plough bores with the mams, the construction of mams 
and outfalls , tho mcidcntal w ork such as fencmg off outfalls, 
deepening ditches, &c , these thmgs constitute the larger part 
of the job In fact, the actual drawing of the mole plough 
through the land may represent less than one fifth of the total 
cost of draining the field In these circumstances there is a 
danger of overemphasising the economy of this or that method 
of making the bores, for the greater part of the total cost re¬ 
mains the same for every process, and thus it may happen that 
the most efficient method is passed over m an attempt to secure 
what is really only a trifling advantage fn cost In cases similar 
to that described above, where theie were old mams still ser¬ 
viceable for the most part, it is likely that the agricultural 
tractor would be a cheaper and more convement motive power 
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than the steam engine, though on the land in question parts 
of the fields would have been too soft to carry a heavy tractor, 
and the steam engine and cable was the only method possible. 
The accompanying plan, showing the lay-out of the work, marks 
the occurrence of boggy land where the moles themselves had 
to be opened up for half a chain or more, and piped, and in 
these places a tractor would soon have dug itself in. 

The work described in this note affords a valuable example 
of what can be done by enterprise and ability. The plough 
(see Fig. 2) was made locally, some years ago, to the specifica¬ 
tion of Mr. Cornish, senr., who had the mole itself manufactured 
in Sheffield. The engine was hired for the occasion, thus saving 
contract profits, and the whole planning and supervision was 
undertaken by Mr. A. H. Cornish himself. The writers desire 
to record their great obligation to him for the care with which 
he recorded the various operations and their cost, and for his 
kindness in allowing the figures to be made available for general 
information. They also have to thank their colleague, Mr. G. 
Frecheville, for the illustrations n produced in the article. 

A. D. Imper. 

T. Lewis. 

V. Liversage. 

Agricultural Economics Research Institute, 

Oxford. 


THE COMPARATIVE COST OF MANGOLDS 
AND SILAGE. 

One of the most interesting developments in cattle-feeding 
practice of recent years has been the increase in the use of silage 
as a substitute for the whole or some part of the root crop. As 
a food-stuff it was not unknown to an earlier generation, for 
considerable attention was given to the manufacture of grass 
silage in substitution for hay following the wet years associated 
with the earlier stages of the great Agricultural Depression. 
The grass was cut and carted while still green into stacks, where 
it was weighted down with earth and stones or otherwise con¬ 
solidated by some mechanical means. Even to-day simple 
machinery in the form of winches used for straining wire ropes 
laid over these grass stacks are to be met with here and there 
lying about the stack yard, and quite good silage was made by 
these means. But the process obtained no permanent place in 
English farm management. Summers in which hay cannot 
be got arc rare, and silage cannot replace the hay crop for every 
purpose in live-stock feeding. This form of fodder has now, 
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however, reappeared in another shape. Following an American 
practice, a number of farmers are now diverting part of their 
root break to the growth of special crops for ensiling. Grass is 
no longer used, but mixtures of legumes and white straw crops, 
maize, etc., are cultivated expressly for this purpose. Another 
variation in the earlier practice is concerned with the silo. 
Stack silage, clamp silage and pit silage are still produced, but 
probably the larger number of those who are engaged in its 
production erect a structure especially to hold it, constructed 
either of wooden staves or of reinforced concrete. The green 
crop for filling these silos is passed through a chaff-cutter and 
then delivered through a blower into the silo. 

There is no doubt that farmers who are going in for this 
practice are impressed by the high cost of root growing under 
present labour conditions. The cultivation necessary for clean¬ 
ing the land, the operations of horse-hoeing, singling and side- 
hoeing, the clamping of roots and subsequently cutting them for 
stock all combine to make the root crop very expensive to the 
farmer. On the other hand, the bulky silage crops grown in 
substitution for it eliminate much of this work. It is true that 
the seed costs more, but there must be a considerable saving on 
manures and cultivations. Against this, however, must be set 
the cost of cutting and carting heavy crops of green fodder and 
of chaffing them and filling the silos, not to mention the charge 
for interest and depreciation on the capital invested in the silo 
itself (see p. 58), which may be very heavy in the case of a wooden 
structure. 

As to feeding value, much useful work nas been done at 
Cambridge and elsewhere 1 on the relative value of silage and 
root crops, and there seems to be no doubt that silage can be 
substituted quite successfully for a crop such as mangolds in 
the compilation of feeding rations both for cattle and for milking 
cows. Thus, what is now required is the compilation of data 
on the comparative costs of roots and silage. The farmer knows 
that he can grow a heavy weight of fodder crops ; he knows that 
silage made from them can be introduced into a feeding ration 
as a substitute, in whole or in part, for roots, with satisfactory 
results so far as the production of meat or milk is concerned. 
The point upon which he still waits to be informed is the financial 
advantage, if any, attaching to the substitution. 

Upon this important question practically no work appears 
to have been done, and in view of the growing interest in silage 
it is desirable from every point of view that information on this 
head should now be collected as widely as possible. Nor is the 

1 “ Crops for Ensilage,” A. W. Oldershaw, Journal of the Royal Agri¬ 
cultural Society, Vol. 84 (1923). 
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question merely that of compiling costs for growing and handling 
the alternative foods ; there is also the important question of the 
amount of loss incurred between the times of harvesting and 
of feeding the crops. How many farmers realise that the weight 
of green material filled into the silo may be as much as 50 per 
cent, more than the weight of silage ultimately fed to the stock ? 
Yet there is good reason (see post) to believe that this is often 
the case. The advantage of any new process in farm manage¬ 
ment, or of any variation of established processes, cannot be 
regarded as having been demonstrated merely by showing that 
it is technically possible and scientifically sound ; it is vital to 
show, at the same time, that it is economically advantageous 
to the farmer. 

It cannot be claimed for silage that the demonstration of its 
usefulness has reached this point. The technical and scientific 
problems involved in its production have received much atten¬ 
tion, but the economic problem has still to be attacked. The 
object of this article is to draw the attention of investigators 
to this aspect of the work, as the only recorded case where any 
comparative figures have been collected raises a very serious 
doubt as to the economy of silage production. During the three 
years, 1922, 1923 and 1924 careful costing of silage and of man¬ 
golds was undertaken on the South-Eastern Agricultural College 
Farm at Wye, and the figures are anything but favourable to 
silage regarded as a cheap food. For purposes of comparison 
the] costs have been divided into : (1) those incurred in grow¬ 
ing the crop; (2) those incurred in subsequently handling it; 
(3) overhead and general expenses ; and the results obtained 
are indicated in the following Tables I and II:— 



Table I. 


The Comparative Cost of Mangolds and Silage. 
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Table III. 


The Comparative Cost of Mangolds and Silage. 
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An examination of the acreage costs for the two crops makes 
it quite clear that the growth of mangolds required a much 
greater outlay, the average cost of this crop over the three 
years (£20 4s. 6 d.) being nearly 50 per cent, more than the average 
cost of silage (£14 15s. Id.). The difference between the cost 
incurred in seeds, cultivations and manures for the two crops 
is even more striking, those necessary for mangolds (£12 19s. lOd. 
per acre) being practically 100 per cent, above those for silage 
(£6 12s.). These figures confirm the general impression pre¬ 
vailing amongst those who have grown the two crops, namely 
that mangolds are relatively the more costly. But at the same 
time they afford a very good example of the danger of drawing 
general conclusions from incomplete data. Until the total cost 
has been related to the yield in either case nothing can be asserted 
as to the economic advantage of one crop over the other, and in 
the case of the Wye farm the yields of the two crops were as 
shown in Table III. 

Not only is the yield of the mangold crop 300 per cent, more 
on the average, than that of the silege crop as delivered into the 
silo, but there is a loss of weight between the date of filling the 
silo and the use of the crop for stock feeding amounting to no 
less than 33 per cent. There is no reason to suppose that there 
were any exceptional circumstances in the case of the Wye 
farm to account for this ; similar results have been obtained 
in several other parts of the country. Thus the effective weight 
of the mangold crop is raised to nearly 500 per cent, above that 
of the silage crop, with the rather remarkable effect upon the 
cost per ton as contrasted with the cost per acre which is dis¬ 
closed in Tables I and II. 

It is not suggested that the actual costs on the Wye farm are 
average costs for the two crops, nor that the wide difference 
between the ton costs is an average difference. It must be noted 
that the 80-ton silo at Wye was erected some five years ago, at 
a cost of £380, complete with cutter and blower, whereas it is 
stated that a structure to contain 150 tons of green silage can 
be built to-day for £330 complete. Again, it must not be over¬ 
looked that silage has advantages in its higher feeding value, 
and in the way of convenience in handling without further 
preparation, for which no credit is given in the figures. There is, 
too, another factor which may have a very important bearing 
on the comparative economy of roots and silage, although it 
would be very difficult to measure it in figures. This is the 
effect of either crop on the general economy of farm manage¬ 
ment. The difficulty of getting a tilth in the spring after late- 
folded roots is not uncommon, and even with the mangold crop 
after-cultivatipns and com sowing are not always done under 
the best conditions. On the other hand, the early removal of 
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the silage crop admits of a bastard fallow and early autumn 
sowing of com crops under the most favourable conditions, and 
thus the silage crop, though relatively expensive in itself, may 
more than justify its place by its beneficial reactions on the 
cultivation of the following crop. To judge from the experience 
gained so far, it seems probable that silage as an alternative to 
root crops is likely to find a permanent place in crop rotations in 
those districts, principally, where a low average rainfall renders 
the root crop uncertain. 

Such considerations as these tend only to emphasise the need 
for further investigation of the economics of ensilage suggested 
by the figures for relative costs contained in the Tables above, 
in order that its position in farming economy may be more 
clearly determined. One thing is certain, namely that more 
attention must be paid to experiment with bulkier silage-making 
crops. The primary cause of the heavy cost of silage at Wye 
is its low yield relative to the mangold yield. The need for 
bulk has been emphasised by American writers, and crops such 
as maize and sunflowers will give nearly twice as much weight 
as the popular oat and legume mixtures. It may be that work 
along this line would go far to establish the economic position 
of silage as a farm food, quite independently of its value, indi- 
acted above, as an aid to efficiency in the general management 
of the arable land of the farm. 

For the information of those who desire to go more closely 
into the figures summarised in the foregoing Tables, full details 
of the costs of the two crops grown at Wye * iring the three 
years are appended, together with some explanatory notes. 


South Eastern Agricultural College, 
Wye. 


H. W. Kersey. 


C. S. Orwin, 


Agricultural Economics Research Institute, 
Oxford. 
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Yield per acre.. 24 5 tons 18 3 tons 44 tons 29 tons 

Cost per ton. 1 15s. 7 d, 21s. Id. 9s. lid. 14s. 

















DETAILS OF COST OF MAKING SILAGE, 1922, 1923 AND 1924. 
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NOTES 

A. BOTH CROPS. 

1. No charge has been made for :— 

(а) Management. 

(б) Interest on Capital. This item is a charge against profits 
at the end of the year, except m so far as the silo, etc , are 
concerned (see Note on Silage Crops) 

(c) General Expenses. (Other than those named.) 

2. Implements, The figures for depreciation and repairs are obtained 
from the valuation made by a certified valuer, whose system 
is to deduct 25 por cent, from all new implements and 5 per cent, 
from the old implements. This seems an unsatisfactory method, 
as depreciation will be very heavy m a year when several new 
implements are bought, with the result that the depreciation is 
not distributed uniformly year by year 

Repairs to implements are included and the apportionment, 
depreciation and repairs, is made as follows: a nominal sum, 
say 3d per acre, is debited to the pasture land on which only 
harrow and roll are used, and the remainder is then charged up 
at the same rate per acre on the meadow (hay) and arable land. 

3. Dung, The cost of sproadirg is included. 

B. MANGOLD CROPS. 

Gleaning Costs No allowance was made for the cost of “ Cleaning 
Operations,” a proportion of which should stnctly be charged to the 
following crops m the rotation, and which is estimated at £1 6*. per acre ; 
this would reduce the cost per ton to about 13 s Id. 

1922 Crop, One-third of the crop was carted to the farm buildings, 
the remainder being clamped in the field. 

1923 Crop. All the crop was carted to the farm buildings The cost 
of carting was very heavy as the field was a long distance from the build¬ 
ings, where the mangolds were clamped 

1924 Crop. All the crop was carted to the farm buildings, the cost of 
carting per acre was heavy owing to the exceptionally large crop. 

The cost per acre for subsoihng (9 s. 7 d ) was the proportion chargeable 
to the mangold crop, the remainder being spread over the other crops in 
the rotation. 

C. SILAGE CROPS. 

Depreciation and Interest on Capital. The charges for depreciation 
and interest on silo, cutter and blower are high ; but the life of a wooden 
silo is a short one and, again, the initial capital outlay was heavy compared 
to present-day prices. 

In comparing the cost of silage and mangolds, the interest on the capital 
outlay must be taken into account, as the silo, cutter and blower are used 
for silage only, and are not usually included in the equipment of the farm. 
It will l>e noted that no interest is charged to either crop for othor capital 


involved 






(a) Depreciation: 



£ 

s. 

d. 

Initial outlay 

. 

. £380 




Estimated life 

, , 

. 20 years 




Annual depreciation 

. 

. . . 

19 

0 

0 

(6) Interest. 






Outlay 

. 

. £380 




Interest at 5 per cent 

on £190 

• 

9 

10 

0 


Total annual depreciation and interest . . £28 10 0 
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It may be noted that Sir Daniel Hall, in a paper read at the Farmers' 
dub in 1922, estimated the annual depreciation and cost of repairs to be 
£22 10s. 

With regard to the charge for interest, the capital value decreases 
as depreciation takes place and £19 must be written oft each year. Thus, 
tne large for interest would be £19 for the first year, and 19s. for the 
twentieth year, so that the annual amount on which interest is charged 
is approximately half of £380, namely £190, and the average rate of 
interest at 5 per cent. £9 10s. per annum. 

Cost of Seed. Tare seed was very expensive in 1922 and 1923, which 
makes the cost of seeding very high compared to that of 1924. 

Cost of Cutting, Carting and Filling. In 1922 the field on which silage 
was grown was situated close to the silo and the crop was a hght one, 
which accounts for the cost being much less than in 1923 and 1924. 

Waste in Silo. There is a great difference in the weight of the green 
material carted into the silo, and the silage actually fed, the average loss 
for the threo years being about 30 per cont. This percentage agrees with 
Sir John Bussell's figures in the early silage experiments at Wye, and also 
with those on two farms in Essex. 

Catch-crop after Silage Crop. If a catch-crop, such as late turnips, 
rape or mustard, is grown after the silage crop has been carted, the cost 
of silage would be slightly reduced, as a proportion of the rent and rates 
would be charged to the catch-crop. 

1923 Crop. The high cost per acre compared with 1924 was duo to 
the application of dung in addition to artificial manures. In 1925 dung 
was again applied as well as artificial manures, and the cost per acre was 
approximately £18. The crop yielded about 12 tons per acre of green 
material 


A STUDY OF THE SUGAR-BEET POSITION. 

1. The History and Development of the Sugar-Beet Industry. 

( а ) General. 

(б) In U.S.A. 

2. Discussion of the Probable Expansion in England and 

Wales. 

3. Some Factors affecting Future Development. 

(a) Costs and Factory Efficiency. 

(b) Labour Situation. 

(c) Food Supplies for Stock. 

4. Summary and Conclusions. 

1. THE HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
SUGAR-BEET INDUSTRY. 

(a) General. 

The history of the sugar-beet crop, when compared with that 
of cane sugar, covers but a very few y6ars. Whereas sugar was 
known even in this country at least as far back as the fourteenth 
century, although it was not until the eighteenth that it began 
to take its place as a general article of food, the beginning of the 
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sugar-beet industry dates only from the year 1801, when the first 
beet-sugar factory was established in Silesia. The development 
of the industry since then has been irregular, and is mainly bound 
up with the history of the Napoleonic wars, and of the fiscal 
policies adopted by the various European countries. Briefly, 
the protectionist countries have been able to stimulate the pro¬ 
duction of sugar to an extent which may probably have been 
beyond the limit of its natural expansion, and, by means of 
bounties on export paid largely out of funds provided by excise 
duties, to restrict their home consumption and to supply the 
markets of other countries with sugar at low prices. Thus, by 
1840, six years before England became a free-trade country, the 
world’s beet-sugar trade, although definitely established, was 
only providing 4*35 per cent, of the world’s total trade in sugar, 
whereas by 1880 it had increased this percentage to 46*13, the 
average price of sugar having fallen from 4&J. a cwt. to 20s. 4 d. 
in the same period. This development may or may not have 
been the cause of the severe depression which occurred about the 
same time in the cane industry in the British sugar-producing 
Colonies, but, at any rate, in 1887 the Foreign Office began to 
make attempts, abortive at first, to improve the Empire sugar 
position. These negotiations culminated in the Brussels Con¬ 
vention, ratified in 1903, by which the contracting countries 
undertook to suppress bounties which might benefit the pro¬ 
duction or export of sugar. The countries concerned were 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Belgium, Spain, France, Great 
Britain, Italy, the Netherlands and Sweden. Russia joined the 
Convention in a modified form in 1907. The expectation so far 
as Great Britain was concerned was that British cane sugar 
would be able to compete again with foreign beet-sugar on fair 
terms, whilst the Continental countries hoped to put a stop 
to the expense of competing against each other by means of 
bounties. Great Britain remained a party to the Convention 
up to 1913. 

Meanwhile the world’s production of beet-sugar which in 1801 
had stood at about 6 tons, an infinitesimal proportion of the world’s 
total sugar supply, had attained not much more than a hundred 
years later an annual output of over 8,000,000 tons, representing 
47 per cent, of the whole. The industry by the beginning of the 
present century had not only expanded at the phenomenal rate 
thus indicated, but it had become so firmly rooted that, except 
for the year 1911-12, when yields per acre in most countries were 
very low, development continued up to the outbreak of the 
Great War. The output of the more important countries which, 
on the average, represented 94 per cent, of the world’s production 
of beet-sugar during the years immediately preceding 1914, is 
shown for that period in the accompanying table:— 
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Table I. 

Production of Beet-Sugar in certain Countries . 
1909-10 to 1913-14. 

(Thousand tons ) 



1909-10 

Germany 

2,007 

Austria 

924 

Hungary 

354 

France 

709 

Belgium 

244 

Holland 

178 

Denmark 

62 

Spam . 

85 

Italy . 

109 

Sweden 

124 

Russia 

1,171 

Total 

6,027 

USA 

520 

Total . 

6,547 


1910-11 

1911-12 

1912-13 

1913-14 

2,551 

1,475 

2,666 

2,675 

1,155 

708 

1,289 

1,151 

342 

418 

582 

538 

082 

488 

920 

752 

278 

240 

292 

224 

197 

237 

282 

206 

99 

114 

133 

160 

62 

92 

i 112 

167 

171 

156 

i 195 

301 

172 

125 

130 

135 

1,986 

1,938 

1,381 

1,088 

7,695 

5,991 

7,982 

7,997 

518 

609 

703 

745 

1 

8,213 

6,600 

8,685 

8,742 


France and Belgium are the only two out of the twelve coun¬ 
tries shown whoso output in 1913-14 was not greater, and in 
most cases considerably greater, than in 1909-10, and in these 
two countries the decline was not considerable. Hence the total 
production in the European countries shows the significant 
mcrease of nearly 33 per cent, over the period. Tho individual 
countries have not expanded at a regular rate Apart from 
Denmark, which presents the only case of continuous progress 
throughout these years, the fluctuations, especially m Germany, 
Austria, Russia and France, were often remarkable, rcsultmg, for 
instance, in France on one occasion in a nso of 88 per cent, 
between one year and the next. 

It must be remembered, however, that it is the question of 
sugar production that is here under consideration, and that a 
review of the acreages of beet sown would show a steady expan¬ 
sion m Hungary and Italy, as well as in Denmark, while the 
variations of acreage from year to year would be less marked in 
the case of all countries than were the fluctuations in output of 
sugar. 

The industry as a whole, then, was undoubtedly one in which 
expansion was in full progress before the war. It is not easy, 
however, from these figures to gain any clear impression of the 
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size of the industry as viewed from the agricultural point of 
view, and for this reason the seven European sugar-producing 
countries with whom this country is more immediately interested 
are further examined, particularly as regards acreages, in Table 
II. It has not been possible to obtain the required information 
for each country to cover the same year, but it is only in the 
case of Austria that the year selected is not typical. It so 
happened that in 1911, the year for which figures for that country 
are shown, the production was exceptionally low. This, however, 
was mainly due to a poor yield of beets rather than to a reduced 
acreage grown, the latter being only 2 per cent, lower than in the 
previous year, and 5| per cent, below that of the year following. 


Table II. 

Acreage under Sugar-Beet and Production of Raw Beet-Sugar in 
seven European Countries. 

(In order of importance as producers of Beet-Sugar about the 
year 1911.) 


Sugar-Beet in Per Cent, of 


Production of 
Raw Beet- 


Country. 

Late 

Thousand i 
Acres j 

Arable 

Land 

Sugar In 
Thousand 
Tons 

Germany 

1913 

1,310 1 

21 

2,676 

Austria .... 

1911 

015 

2*3 

708 

France .... 

1 1910 

011 

10 

682 

Hungary 

1910 

291 

0-8 1 

1 342 

Belgium .... 

1910 

149 

4*5 

278 

Holland .... 

1911 

137 

6-2 i 

i 237 

Denmark 

1912 

80 

1-3 , 

, 133 


And in order to take stock of the position from the farmer’s 
standpoint, it is the acreage figure that is of more importance 
than is the quantity of sugar produced. It is seen that in the 
countries under review the acreage sown to beet before the war 
varied from 0*8 per cent, of the total arable in the case of 
Hungary to 6*2 per cent, of the arable land in the case of 
Holland, the largest acreage being recorded in Germany (1,316,000 
acres) and the smallest in Denmark (80,000 acres). The 
marked variations in the percentages of arable land under 
beet here shown are to be accounted for to some extent by dis¬ 
tribution. In the case of Holland and Belgium the crop is 
extensively grown in most parts of the country, and the high 
percentage figures of 6*2 and 4*5 respectively appear ; in Prance, 
on the other hand, the crop is almost entirely confined to one 
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district, so that, although taken over the country as a whole, 
the proportion is only 1 per cent., the proportion in the beet¬ 
growing departments amounted in point of fact to 7-3 per 
cent.. 

The position since 1914 has been modified by the intervention 
of the war, but for the meantime it is sufficient to say that the 
pre-war situation may be taken as the normal, and that there 
would seem to be little reason why conditions should not tend to 
revert to that level. 

The facts which have been presented will suffice to show tJiat 
a discussion of the sugar-beet question must necessarily relate 
to a crop, which, although it occupies a comparatively restricted 
area, has in a very short space of time established itself as one 
of the premier sources of the World’s sugar. 

(b) In U.S.A. 

In addition to this outline of the general development of the 
industry there are many valuable lessons to be derived from a 
more detailed study of its expansion in each individual country. 
Considerations of space prevent such a study covering all 
countries in the present case, and it has been thought advisable, 
therefore, to select one country for rather special attention. 
The U.S.A., rather than any of the European countries, has been 
chosen for this purpose for various reasons. The beet industry 
on the Continent is largely bound up with the system oi peasant 
proprietorship, a.fact which often makes comparison with this 
country difficult from the economic point of v^w, whereas 
American methods, although conducted under somewhat different 
climatic conditions, are less intensive, and in many respects are 
more like those of this country. Then again, the development of 
the industry in the U.S.A. has taken place in more recent years 
than in the European countries, for, although attempts had been 
made in the first half of the nineteenth century to establish the 
industry on a remunerative basis, it was not until 1879, when a 
factory erected in California was able to operate at a profit, that 
the growth of the industry on any appreciable scale began ; and 
its establishment as a commercial success did not actually take 
place until the last decade of the nineteenth century. Moreover, 
the sugar industry in the States has been built up, firstly, on a 
system of bounties and, later, behind a tariff barrier which intro¬ 
duces a further point of similarity with this country, where the 
industry is progressing under the stimulus of a subsidy. 
Although the amount of the tariff on imported sugar has varied 
with different administrations legislation has been favourable, 
on the whole, to the beet-sugar industry and its present magnitude 
has undoubtedly been reached by the stimulation afforded by 
these import duties. 
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Evidence of the remarkable development and the present 
scale of the sugar-beet industry in the United States is afforded 
in the following table :— 


Table III. 

Development of the Beet-Sugar Industry in the U.S.A. 



Average 
Beet-Sugar 
Production 

Period 

(chiefly 

Refined). 


1,000 Tons 
per annum. 

1881-1890 . 

1 

1891-1900 . 

35 

1901-1910 . 

321 

1911 1920 . 

695 

1921 1923 . 

767 


| 

Total 1 Sugar 

Total Con¬ 

Production in 

sumption of 

U8.A and 

Sugar In 

Possessions 

U S.A. 

3,000 Tons 

1,000 Tons 

per annum. 

per annum. 

464 

1,310 

728 

2,039 

1,355 

2,912 

2,191 

3,921 

2,369 

5,012 


I Percentage Beet- Sugar 
| Production 


to Total 
Production, 
USA. and 
Posses¬ 
sions. 

to Total 
Consump¬ 
tion, 
U.S.A 

Per cent. 

Per cent. 

02 

_ 

4-7 

1-7 

23-7 

110 

31-7 

17 7 

32*3 

15-3 


I 


1 Contmonfal U S A., Porto Rico, Hawaii and tho Philippine Islands. 
Poito Rko 1000 1006 shipments to U.S.A. Philippine Islands exports 
to 1911 piodudion 1912 and subsequently. 


From an average annual production of a little over 1,000 tons 
in the decade 1881-1890, the amount of beet-sugar produced 
has increased to 767,000 tons during the three post-war years 
1921-1923, and production has increased by leaps and bounds 
without interruption from decade to decade. The percentage 
production of beet-sugar as compared with the total production 
of the United States and its possessions increased rapidly from 
0-2 per cent, in the period 1881-1890 to 31-7 per cent, in 1911-20, 
and in the post-war years 1921-1923 the proportion has increased 
to 32-3 per cent. It has therefore established itself in the face of 
cane-sugar produced in Louisiana and other cane-producing 
areas in the Southern States, and also in competition with cane 
produced in tho insular possessions of the United States, viz., 
Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines, from which possessions 
imports of sugar have been admitted duty free from various 
dates. Sugar from Hawaii was placed on the free list as from 
1876, and that from Porto Rico and the Philippines has been 
admitted free of duty as from 1901 and 1913 respectively. From 
1902 to 1913 sugar from the Philippines paid 75 per cent, of the 
then existing foreign duties on imported sugar. 

Although the proportion of beet-sugar to the total consump- 
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tion of the United States is not high, the share from this source 
has also shown a steady increase up to the decade 1911-1920, 
when it was nearly 18 per cent, of the total sugar consumed. 
It the three years 1921-1923 the proportion fell to 15*3 per cent., 
which is partly accounted for by the agricultural dislocation 
caused by the slump in prices in 1920-1921. Beet-sugar pro¬ 
duced fell from 911,150 tons in 1£21 to 602,678 tons in 1922, but 
since then the amount has been increasing, being 786,607 tons in 
1923, and 968,750 tons in 1924. 

The growing of sugar-beet in the United States is confined 
to the Northern and Western States. It is embraced roughly in 
the area of a triangle with the Pacific seaboard for its base, the 
Canadian frontier as its Northern side and an irregular line from 
California on the West to the extreme North-Eastern frontier for 
its Southern side. The distribution of the sugar-beet crop within 
this belt is characterised by mean summer temperatures of from 
67° F. to 72° F. 

Soil has been an important factor in determining the extent 
of development. In the North-Eastern area the crop is grown 
on medium loams to heavy clays, dark in colour, with calcareous 
subsoils at depths of 2 to 3 feet, but “ it has been found that the 
best average results . . . are secured on the dark coloured silt 
and clay loams, and it is probable that these soils carry over 
75 per cent, of the crop.” 1 The crop is also grown on lighter and 
sandy soils where yields are found to be more variable though the 
sugar cjntent is usually higher. This accords with the general 
experience in this country. In the West a much greater variety 
of soils is used for sugar-beet, but sandy loams, fine sandy loams 
and silt loams carry the greatest acreage. 

Irrigation is practised in nearly all the important sugar-beet 
growing areas of the United States. Michigan, in tho North, is 
the only important sugar-beet State which relies entirely on rain¬ 
fall for the moisture requirements of the crop. 

These factors of temperature, suitability of soils and the 
necessity for a supply of irrigation water, have had the effect of 
restricting the development to that part of the country previously 
described, and even within this belt the growth of the crop is 
highly localised. This is a case of necessity in the production 
of sugar-beet, because factories cannot be erected until an 
adequate supply of beets is assured, and outlying areas which 
might grow it cannot do so in the long run because of the pro¬ 
hibitive transit charges. Sugar-beet is one of the most intensive 
crops grown by American fanners and this has made it difficult 
to establish on a really largo scale. Beets have failed to establish 
themselves in the com (maize) belt of the States, firstly on 
account of the low labour requirements of com and secondly 

1 For thi& and following quotations soo list of authorities, p. 80. 

D 
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because beets require attention at the same time, and the estab¬ 
lished crop is so suitable for the belt that it is not easily displaced 
by a competing crop. Nor has the crop made much headway in 
the great wheat sections of the country, where farmers have 
found it more profitable to handle a large acreage of wheat with 
machinery rather than to grow a small acreage of beets which 
make a heavy demand on manual labour. Some idea of the 
comparative labour requirements of the crop in the States is 
obtained from the following remarks of Harris:— 

“ More than ten times as much hand labour is required to 
raise an acre of beets as to raise an acre of wheat, over five times 
as much as to raise an acre of com and more than twice as much 
as to raise an acre of potatoes. The horse labour required for 
beets is over three times that for wheat, oats and barley, and 
about one and one-half times as much as for potatoes.” 

The relationship of beet acreage to the total land under crops 
and its value to all crops produced is shown below for the prin¬ 
cipal beet-growing States and for the United States as a whole :— 


Table IV. 

Land in Crops and Acres in Sugar-Beets, U.S.A ., 1919, awarding 
to Brandes and others . 



Land in 1 

Area in 
Sugar-Beets 

Sugar-Beet Acreage as Per¬ 


Crops. 

(harvested) 

centage of 

State. 








_ 

Land in 

Value of all 


1,000 Acres. 

1,000 Acres. 

Crops 

Ci ops. 




Per cent. 

Per cent 

California . 

6,861 

88 

1-29 

1*47 

Colorado 

6,417 

166 

306 

9*61 

Idaho 

2,798 

37 

1-33 

216 

Michigan 

10,001 

106 

1*06 

2-92 

Nebraska 

19,432 ' 

64 

0-28 

112 

Ohio . 

13,934 1 

34 

0-24 

0-63 

Utah . . . 

1,071 

93 

8*72 

17-31 

Wisconsin . 

10,266 

i 

13 

_! 

012 

0-33 


69,770 1 

591 

0-84 

_ ' 

Other States 

306,662 | 

| 

45 

001 

— 

U.S.A. . . . 

i 1 

376,432 ! 

636 1 

1 

0-17 

0*45 


1 According to U.S.D.A. Yearbook statistical tables the acreage har¬ 
vested in this year was 692,000 acres. 
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The figures are for the year 1919 and though the area grown 
is 636,000 acres the crop only forms a very small proportion of 
the land under crops. The highest percentage of sugar-beet to 
crop land was in the Mormon State of Utah, where it reached 
8*72 per cent. The next highest percentage was in Colorado, 
where it reached 3*06 per cent, of the land under crop. In the 
eight principal beet-growing States 591,000 acres, or 92*9 per cent, 
of the total output of the U.S.A., is grown. This acreage only 
amounts to 0*84 per cent, of the total crop land. It would appear 
therefore that oven under a system of protection the agricultural 
aspect of the industry does not reach gigantic proportions, the 
retarding factors being the competition of the other crops and 
the labour situation generally, which in a developing country like 
America is of paramount importance. It will be noticed, how¬ 
ever, from the last column in the preceding table that sugar-beets 
generally give a relatively high return as compared with the 
acreage grown. 

The number of farms reporting sugar-beet in 1919 was 47,211 
or 0*7 per cent, of the total number for the U.S.A. The percent¬ 
age of sugar-beet farms to all farms in the chief beet-growing 
States is shown in the following table, together with the average 
acreage grown on each farm :— 


Table V 

Percentage of Farms growing and Area of Beet per Varm in prin¬ 
cipal Beet Growing Di stricts : U.S.A 


State 

Farms growing Beet 
Peicentage of all 
Farms 

Area per Farm 
reporting 


Per cent. 

Acres. 

California 

1-3 

59 3 

Cjlorado 

12-7 

21 8 

Idaho 

6 6 

13 5 

Michigan 

75 

1 72 

Nebraska 

1 2 

35 6 

Ohio . 

1-4 

9*1 

Utah . 

32 7 

11*1 

Wisconsin 

1*8 1 

3*6 

All other States 

0*3 | 

12*9 

U.S.A 

0-7 

13*5 


The proportion of farms growing sugar-beet to total farms 
reaches its highest in Utah, where nearly one in every three farms 
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grew the crop. In Colorado one farm in eight grow beets, and 
smaller proportions are found in the other States. 

It will be seen that the average number of acres handled on 
the sugar-beet growing farms in some of these States was quite 
large. In California, an average of 59*3 acres per farm was 
grown, in Nebraska 35*6, in Colorado 21*8 acres, and of the farms 
reporting for the whole of the United States the average is 13*5 
acres. It should bo remembered in considering these figures 
that American farmers are not growers of turnips, swedes and 
mangolds. For the whole of the United States in 1919 an acreage 
of only 88,000 acres of root crops was grown altogether, but pota¬ 
toes are an important crop in several of the sugar-beet growing 
States, especially in Michigan and Wisconsin. There, owing to 
the rapid growth of population due to industrial development, 
potatoes are tending to displace sugar-beet for the reason that of 
these two crops it is sugar-beet which can better be located at a 
distance from consuming centres. The explanation lies in the 
fact that sugar, being the more valuable commodity, weight for 
weight, will leave a better margin of profit after being transported 
considerable distances. 

Sugar-beet is evidently a crop favoured by smallholders. 
As a result of a survey carried out in Utah it was found that beets 
occupied a larger percentage of the farm land as the size of the 
farm decreased. 


2. DISCUSSION OF THE PROBABLE EXPANSION IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

The foregoing review of the development of the sugar-beet 
industry, first, in the world as a whole, and second, in the United 
States in particular, leads naturally to the question of the develop¬ 
ment in England and Wales. 

Some discussion of this matter appears in a monograph by 
the present writers which was published in January, 1926, where 
it is shown that, although spasmodic attempts had been made 
during the nineteenth century to establish the industry in Eng¬ 
land, the present serious effort to that end dates practically 
from 1912, when the Cantley factory was opened. That event 
was marked by an increase of acreage sown to beet of from just 
over 600 to almost 4,000 acres. The development since that 
year has been very erratic, especially in the four years 1916 to 
1919, when the factory was closed, and the acreage fell away 
again to anything between 150 and 170 acres. In 1920, however, 
Cantley was reopened and the following year the factory at Kclham 
began to operate. The acreage responded, and the subsequent 
development may be indicated by the following table:— 
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Table VI. 

Development of the Sugar-Beet Acreage in England and Wales 

since 1920. 


Year. 

Acres 
of Beet 

Remarks. 

1920 

3,017 

Cantloy factory reopened. 

1921 

8,333 

Kolham factory opened. 

1922 

8,409 

Kolham factory closed. 

1923 

16,918 

Kolham factory reopened. 

1924 

22,441 

1 First year of Govommont subsidy. 

1 Col wick factory opened. 

1925 

54,750 

Eight factories in operation. 


The average yield per acre of washed and topped roots in 
1923 and 1924 was 7-23 tons, with an output of 13,300 tons of 
sugar in 1923 and 23,700 tons in 1924. On tho same reckoning 
the output of sugar in 1925 would be about 51,000 tons. The 
total consumption of sugar (apart from molasses, and sugar in 
the form of confectionery, preserves and so on) in the United 
Kingdom in 1924 was 1,541,123 tons, an increase of 5-8 per cent, 
over that of tho previous year, but assuming the consumption in 
1925 to be at the same rate as in 1924, tho home-grown sugar last 
year would have accounted for only 3-3 per cent, of the total 
home consumption. At the rate of production a pH consumption 
indicated it would require no less than l,639,6u7 acres to be 
devoted to the growing of sugar-beet were the whole quantity of 
sugar normally consumed to be grown within the borders of tho 
United Kingdom, and of this amount it may be reasonably 
expected that from 1,200,000 to 1,300,000 acres would have to be 
grown in England and Wales. The latter acreage represents, 
on tho average, 4*8 per cent, of the total area under all crops and 
grass in the country, excluding rough grazing, 11*7 per cent, of 
the arable land, and no less than 54*1 per cent, of the area devoted 
to root crops and bare fallow last year, while it would be equiva¬ 
lent to 75 per cent, of the total area at present under mangolds, 
turnips, swedes and potatoes, being three and one-half times as 
great as the mangold acreage. 

Such an expansion is probably beyond the limits of likely 
development, to gain an indication of which an examination of 
the acreage statistics of some other beet-growing districts and 
countries may not be out of place. Table VII is designed to 
show the extent of development to which tho growing of sugar- 
beet has actually attained in Germany, Holland, Denmark, 
Belgium and U.S.A. In that the beet crops in France are very 
largely confined to certain departments, the figures for those 
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departments are given, as well as the figures for the whole 
country; and owing to the fact that European conditions have 
been greatly modified by the war, the pre-war figures have been 
included as giving a better picture in some cases of the position 
of the crop. 


Table VII. 

The Relative Importance of Sugar-Beet in various Countries. 


The Sugar-Beet Acreage expressed as a Percentage of 


Country and Bate 



Total 


Area 

Germany, 1913 

1-0 

Holland, 1911 . 

1-9 

Denmark, 1912 . 1 

0.8 

Belgium, 1913 . . . 1 

2-0 

France, 1913 . | 

0-5 

Main beet-growing dis¬ 


trict of France, 1913 | 

1*9 

Germany, 1924 

0-8 

Holland, 1924 . 

25 

Denmark, 1924 

0-9 

Belgium, 1924 . 1 

2-7 

France, 1924 ... 1 

0-3 

U.S.A., 1924 . . . 1 

0 04 

Main beet-growing dis¬ 


trict of France, 1921 

20 


Arable 

Land 

! Boots and 
i Fallow 

Mangolds, 
Turnips and 
Swedes, and 
Sugar-Beet 

Mangolds 

2-1 

rt-2 

— 

i 

i 

1-3 

I _ 

— * 


4 4 

— 

— 

— 

1 1 

3 5 

21-5 | 

I 34-4 

7-3 

_ 

61-4 

168-0 

1-9 

i 8-2 

350 

53-8 

8-0 

1 251 

56-5 

205-6 

1*5 

1 73 

20-2 

44-9 

6-0 

25-2 

50-0 

108-0 

0-8 

0-2 

2-7 

I 17-9 

17-4 

26-6 

3-2 

1 — 

40-6 

79 3 


Of the various percentages shown it is proposed to use those 
which relate to the total arable land for purposes of discussion, 
though there is no reason why some of the other comparisons 
might not be equally instructive. The largest inroad made by 
the beet crop into the arable acreage of any of the countries 
shown is in Holland, where 8-0 per cent, of the ploughland was 
devoted to it in 1924. The corresponding figure for Belgium 
was 6*6 per cent., both these countries showing considerable 
increases over the pre-war figure. This is to be expected, since 
the falling off of sugar supplies caused by the war provided no 
small stimulus to increased production on the part of those 
countries in a position to respond to it. Both these countries 
were able to take advantage of this fact, as the one had been 
neutral, and the devastated region in the other was practically 
confined to Western Flanders. It is significant that in both 
Holland and Belgium the beet acreage forms a quarter of the 
area devoted to roots and fallow, and half, or more than half in 






71 


A Study of the Sugar-Bed Position . 

the ease of Holland, of that sown to mangolds, turnips, swedes 
and beet when taken together. In Holland there is more than 
twice as much land under beet as there is under mangolds, whilst 
in Belgium the two crops are of about equal importance. In 
that part of France where beet is most extensively grown the 
proportion of arable land sown to that crop in 1913 was 7*3 per 
cent., but owing to extension of the devastated region into this 
district, the corresponding figure for 1924 was only 3-2 per cent. 
In this district of France before the war, and in Belgium and 
Holland since the war, the crop has established itself in a position 
of far greater importance than in any of the other countries 
shown, and it is not to be anticipated that England, with large 
areas admittedly unsuitable for the crop and with a far less 
intensive system of farming, would be able to expand its beet 
acreage to a similar extent. It will be interesting, however, to 
take these figures as showing a maximum possible development 
in England and Wales. 

With a proportion of beet to ploughland in Holland and 
Belgium in 1924 of 8 0 per cent, and 6*6 per cent, respectively, 
and in the beet-growing districts of France in 1913 of 7-3 per 
cent., it may be taken that the corresponding figure for England 
and Wales might be the average of them, say, 7-3 per cent. This, 
for the present arable acreage, would represent 779,640 acres of 
beet, and (assuming a yield per acre of 7*23 tons and an extrac¬ 
tion of 13 per cent.) 732,783 tons of sugar. This would amount 
to rather more than 40 per cent, of the total quantity imported 
into the United Kingdom in an average pre-war >cjar. 

To revert to a less speculative proposition, it may be fairly 
supposed that from the agricultural point of view, and assuming 
suitable conditions of prices, this country might well develop the 
new industry up to the point reached by France as a whole, or 
oven by Germany, before the war. Unfortunately the United 
States, where the crop is by no means universally distributed 
over the vast acreage of that country, cannot be usefully con¬ 
sidered in this respect. A glance at Table VII shows that the 
proportion of beet to ploughland in France was 1*1 per oent. 
and in Germany 2-1 per cent. It is difficult to say to which of 
these two countries this country is most likely to approximate. 
In Germany the crop is well distributed, whereas in France it is 
localised. There is evidence that beet can be very successfully 
grown in many parts of this country which as yet have hardly 
been touched for the purpose, a fact which would favour a-com¬ 
parison with Germany, and, moreover, there are large tracts of 
arable land in the South of France which can be more profitably 
cultivated with crops which will not grow in the North than with 
beet, a fact which might unduly depress the percentage of beet 
sown in that country. On the other hand, there are undoubtedly 
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large areas of arable land in England and Wales where beet will 
probably never make much headway, the cold clays, for example, 
and the blowing sands. 

Adopting this method of forecast, however, the probable 
figure for this country may be assumed to fall somewhere between 
the German and the French percentage, and this would involve 
an acreage of beet in England and Wales amounting to anything 
between 117,480 and 224,280 acres, or an average of 170,880 
acres, about 22 per cent, of the previous estimate. 

There is yet a third method of comparison, suggested by a 
calculation previously made by the present writers, and of the 
three it may be found to be the most reliable. The average of 
the pre-war percentages in Holland and Belgium, i.e. 5*35 per 
cent., may be applied to those counties of England whose arable 
acreage is more than 60 per cent, of their total area, and an 
arbitrary percentage of, say, 0*5 per cent, applied to the rest of 
the country. 

The arable land in the elected beet-growing counties 1 
amounts to 3,942,608 acres, and in the rest of England to^,739,445 
acres. 5 35 per cent, of the former figure added to 0*5 per cent, 
of the latter gives a total sugar-beet acreage on this basis of 
244,626 acres. This acreage is shown in the following table as a 
percentage of various other acreages in the country, and provides 
a basis of comparison with the figures in Table VII. 

Table VUI. 

Acreage of Sugar-Beet. 

Expressed as Percentage of :— 


1 Mangolds, 

Roots and , Turnips and , 

Land Fallow | Swedes, I Mangolds 
Sugar-Beet 

England and Wales 
assumed Sugar Boot 

acreage, 244,626 acres' 2 2 10*1 2 1 20*1 ' 08-1 


Assuming that beet would be grown mainly instead of roots, 8 

1 E.g. Huntingdon, Cambridge, Isle of Ely, Hertfordshire, Essex, 
Suffolk, Norfolk, Lincolnshire, Soke of Peterborough and the East Biding 
of Yorkshire. 

% Including such replaceable market-garden crops as celery, carrots, 
onions, etc. 

• The question of crops superseded by boet is more fully discussed in 
Sugar Beet See notes, p. 89. 
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it is seen that 10*4 per cent, of the present root and bare fallow 
acreage would have to be given up in favour of beet, which would 
then occupy an area representing 20-1 per cent, of the present 
acreage under mangolds, turnips, swedes and beet when taken 
together, and a good deal more than half as much land as is at 
present devoted to mangolds. It would involve the growing of 
nearly four and a half times the acreage under beet in 1925, 
and it would enable the United Kingdom to dispense with about 
13 per cent, of its present imports of sugar for consumption, 
though this figure might be increased by means of higher yields 
and better sugar contents on the part of the farmers, and higher 
sugar extraction on the part of factories, without increasing the 
acreage of beet sown. 

The foregoing arguments are shown in tabular form below, 
together with the estimated development assuming that tho crop 
will expand throughout the country to the extent to which it 
has already developed on twenty-six of the beet-growing farms 
whose figures are dealt with in the monograph already referred 
to. On these farms the percentage is 3*86, and this figure has 
been applied here to tho whole of England and Wales, though it 
is more likely perhaps that it would represent the development 
in the more favourable districts only. 

Table IX. 

Summary of Estimates of Sugar-Beet Developmeut in England 

and Wales. 


Per cent 
of 

Sugar-Beet Arable 
Land 
Area 


Acroago required to supply total sugar < on- 

sumed. 

Acreage on basin of maximum development m 
Holland, Belgium and part of France . 
Acreage on basis of Germany and whole of 

France. 

Acreage on basis of Holland and Belgium (pio- 
war) for part of England and 0 5 per cent, for 

remainder. 

Acreage on basis of expansion already recorded 
on twenty-six farms. 


At res 

Per ccn 

1,250,000 

117 

779,040 

7-3 

170,880 

1 6 

244,626 

2-2 

412,327 

3 86 


Of the five estimates shown the third and the fourth would 
appear to be the most reasonable, in which case a beet acreage 
of about 200,000 acres m the future is not improbable. This 
would involve the payment of a subsidy ranging approximately 
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from £3| million on the present basis of 19s. 6d. per cwt. of 
sugar produced down to £1J million on the final basis of 
6s. 0dL per cwt. There might also be a loss of revenue to the 
Exchequer through the existing remission of the exoise duty, 
but this would depend on whether the home-produced sugar 
displaced foreign as opposed to Empire sugar imports, since 
the latter enjoy the same rates of preference as home-grown 
sugar. 

3. SOME FACTORS AFFECTING FUTURE DEVELOP¬ 
MENT. 

(a) Costs and Factory Efficiency. 

The expansion of the area devoted to the growing of sugar- 
beet in this country to the extent previously indicated is con¬ 
tingent on many factors. In the long run it depends, apart from 
any question of subsidies, on whether farmers can grow beets 
cheaply enough and the companies manufacture sugar efficiently 
enough to result in a price sufficiently low to enable them to 
compete on favourable terms in the open market. No. one can 
attempt to forecast, with any reasonable certainty, the world 
prices of sugar in 1933 when the present subsidy ends, and at the 
moment a discussion of probabilities in this respect would serve 
no useful purpose. Less risk of error, however, is involved in an 
attempt to review the possibilities of reducing farmers’ costs, of 
eliminating excessive transport distances and of increasing factory 
efficiency. 

A review of the first question is bound up with that of yield 
and efficiency in methods. So far as yield is concerned it is true 
to say that the average for the country, as a whole, is very low. 
The washed yield was fi-56 tons per acre in 1922, 6-17 tons in 1923 
and 8-04 tons in 1924, with an average of 7*12 tons over the three 
years. According to an American investigation carried out in 
1919 the cost per ton decreased consistently as the yield increased 
from 9 to 24 tons per acre, and on this ground it can with fair 
certainty be held that the yields given above for this country are 
obtained at somewhere about maximum cost to the growers. 
This can readily be understood when it is remembered that some 
of the operations on the crops, and some of the standing charges 
such as rent and rates, and some overhead charges have to be 
met whether a largo or small yield is obtained. It is true, of 
course, that to get the increased yield more expenses may be 
involved by way of fertilisers, and by more hand and horse hoe- 
ings, though this side can be overdone, but it is equally certain 
at the moment that there is considerable scope for improvement 
in yields without much increase in cost. The extremes of cost 
possible with low and high yields may be demonstrated by the 
figures of cost on certain farms in 1924. 
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Table X. 

Showing costs per ton according to yield. 


75 


Light Soils 



Medium and Heavy Soils : 



Fen Soils: 
( 2 )* . 


Low Yield 

Tons 

3-71 

7-05 

5-94 

4*43 

7-36 


Farm Coat 
per Ton 


8 . d. 

74 3 
38 7 


68 5 
62 10 


37 11 


High Yield 

Tons 

11-94 

14-77 

11*33 

14-93 

16-25 


Farm Coat 
per Ton 


a. d. 

32 3 
20 8 


49 7 
26 0* 


30 6 


1 Using farmyard manure. 


•Not using farmyard manure. 


The figures of farm cost per ton are extremely variable as 
between different groups of soil, and between the individual 
costs in the low and in the high-yield groups, but the general 
tendency to considerable reduction in cost from low to high yield 
is unquestionable. 

Therefore, by obtaining better stands, by eliminating partial 
and tctal failures, and by better singling and hoeing methods, 
the effect of which should be to increase yields, t o costs per ton 
should be considerably reduced. 

It appears also that once this increased yield is obtained in 
the ground there is considerable scope for reducing labour costs 
per ton at harvesting and in the subsequent handling of the 
crop. A short account of American practices in dealing with the 
crop at this stage is therefore of interest and will be briefly 
outlined. 

Two kinds of beet-lifting plough are in general use. The 
first is similar to the plough used in this country having a single 
point which is pulled along the beet row to loosen the beets from 
the soil and at the same time to raise them slightly. A lifter 
having two parallel points moving on each side of the row, which 
also loosens the beets from the soil and raises them slightly, is 
more commonly used. This machine is also somewhat like others 
in use in this country but unlike them in that the operator rides. 
It is called the “ two blade riding beet-lifter.*' 

After ploughing out the beets they are knocked and thrown 
either into piles or windrows, 12 to 20 rows of beets forming either. 
From these the beets are topped, and the topped beets thrown 
into central piles for loading. Sometimes they are put into 
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windrows with all the crowns in one direction and this is con¬ 
sidered to facilitate topping. In this case beets are topped on 
the ground and then thrown into piles for loading. 

Mechanical diggers and toppers have not been much used, 
but there are two types on the market which appear to have 
some measure of success. The following general description 
from Harris will give an idea of these harvesters and what they 
accomplish:— 

“ There are two general types of harvesters : one that tops 
the beets and leaves the root in the ground to be lifted with 
another implement; after the tops have been raked into wind¬ 
rows, the ordinary lifter is used. An attachment that is fitted 
to the lifter has been devised and its use facilitates the lifting 
process. This attachment also removes most of the dirt that 
would otherwise attach to the root. 

The other type of harvester first lifts the beet and then tops 
it. This type of machine is fitted with equipment that delivers 
the roots in piles at one side, or with an extension of the delivery 
carrier, the roots are elevated directly into a wagon that is driven 
alongside the harvester. The tops are delivered, separate from 
the roots, and left in windrows or piles. 

This latter type of machine moves under its own power, using 
a light-weight, high-speed gasoline engine. The first type 
described is drawn by a team and requires about the same 
power to propel it as does a mowing-machine that is cutting 
alfalfa.” 

Loading into wagons, however, is usually accomplished either 
by hand or with beet forks. To obviate the necessity of unload¬ 
ing by hand, ramps are provided at many station points. Loads 
are drawn up on these ramps and by means of special wagons, 
the body of which turns on an axis, the beets are dumped out over 
shoot boards into railway trucks. 

Another feature which ought to be applied to this country is 
the provision of nets. Nets are laid over wagons before loading, 
the beets are then thrown in, and at the station the whole load 
is lifted en masse in the net into the railway wagon by means of a 
derrick. 

At some receiving stations another device is provided which 
has the effect of reducing rail carriage. Harris says after weigh¬ 
ing the load of beets a farmer “ dumps his load into a hopper. 
From there the beets go into a revolving screen where most of the 
dirt is shaken off. It drops on a belt and is carried to a dirt hopper 
under which the farmer drives and gets his dirt back.” In this 
country where the average tare may range from 11 to 19 lb. per 
cwt., even after going to considerable labour expense in knocking 
them on the farm, the advantage of clean beets, especially over 
long hauls, is obvious. 



77 


A Study of the Sugar-Beet Position . 

The provision of these facilities at factories and loading 
stations would cost money and would have to be paid for by the 
farmers, but with an established industry and maximum use the 
cobL should not be large and would be considerably less than that 
involved in present practices. 

Up to the present many growers have been handicapped by 
the long distances over which their beets have had to be sent by 
rail. Hauls of 80 miles have not been uncommon and the railway 
companies’ charge for carriage was an exceptionally large pro¬ 
portion of the farmer’s cost. For this distance rail carriage cost 
8 8. 4 d. per ton of unwashed roots, or, assuming a tare of 16 per 
cent., 9 8. 11 d. per washed ton. Owing to the undeveloped state 
of the industry at the moment some of the factories, in order to 
stimulate the growing of the crop in outlying districts, are accept¬ 
ing deliveries of beets involving in many cases longer hauls than 
80 miles. It is hardly conceivable in the long run, without the 
aid of a subsidy, that they will be able to give concessions of this 
extent and the growing of beets will have to be confined to a 
narrower radius from the operating factories. In the future it is 
unlikely that the average haul will be much more than 15 to 20 
miles. On the basis of a 20 miles haul costs per ton of washed 


roots at present rates would be as under :— 

Tare 

Rail Charge 

Per cent. 

*. d. 

20. 

. 4 10| 

10 . . . 

4 8 

10 . . 

4 4 

5 . 

. 4 14 


Assuming, therefore, that the tare can be reduced to an 
average of 10 per cent., a cost of 4«s. 4d. per washed ton may be 
regarded as a fairly normal cost in the future. 

Disregarding the possibility of reduced costs by reason of 
improved harvesting methods, the position in regard to future 
farm costs and prices may be viewed in the light of recent costs 
on some farms where the yields were better than the average for 
England and Wales as a whole. 

At the moment the gross costs of growing the crop are being 
given prominence and little attention is being paid to the credit 
items, such as manurial residues, the cleaning value of the crop, 
and the value of the by-products, viz. the crowns and leaves. 
It would, however, seem reasonable to assume in the absence 
of subsidies, that the factories cannot pay anything like present 
prices for their raw material, and the value of these items will 
have to be carefully ascertained in judging the economics of the 
crop and the possible prices the factories can be asked to pay. 
The ascertained gross costs on three types of soil are given below', 
and from them certain deductions have been made. Transport 
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costs are based on those given above. Manurial residues as 
ascertained are deducted, a figure of 26. per ton of washed roots 
is allowed for the cleaning value of cultivations, and a sum of 4s. 
per ton of washed roots as the value of the crowns and leaves is 
also taken off. To the net figure so obtained a sum of 5s. per 
washed ton has been added as the farmer’s interest on capital and 
profit:— 


Table XI. 

Estimated cost per ton of washed Beets under varying Conditions 

of Yield. 



Light Soils 

Medium and 1 
Heavy Soils I 

Fen Soils 

Yield, tons. 

906 

1 

i 1 

1 9-11 | 

12-82 

Sugar Content, per cent. 

i 17-6 

1 

17-5 

,16-6 


8. 

d. 

8. 

i 

d. 

8. d. 

Farm Costs. 

39 

11 

40 

7 

36 2 

Transport. 

4 

4 

i 

i 4 

1 

4 

4 4 

Gross Costs. 

44 

3 

44 

11 

40 6 

Deduct : 






Manunal Residues . 

3 

10 

2 

11 

2 1 

Cleanmg Residues .... 

2 

0 

2 

0 

2 0 

Tops. 

4 

0 

4 

0 

4 0 


9 

10 

8 

11 

8 1 

Net Cost .... ... 

34 

5 

36 

0 

32 6 

Add Farmers’ Prolit. 

5 

0 

| 5 

0 

6 0 

Cost to Factory. 

39 

5 

1 41 

0 

37 6 


i 


Until more information is available on the value of cleaning 
cultivations and the tops the cost figure can only be regarded as a 
rough approximation, and it is variable, of course, within a wide 
range depending on the conditions under which the crop is grown 
and the probabilities of increased yields in the future. 

Using these estimations, however, it will be seen that, under a 
condition of high yield (12*82 tons), the cost to the factories is 
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calculated to be 37$. 5d. per ton of washed roots and under a 
condition of more normal yields of 9 tons the cost may have to 
be as high as 41$. per ton. 1 

In the event of the payment of a bonus for sugar in excess of 
15*5 per cent., the profit to the farmer would be increased to the 
extent of such bonus. It is hardly likely, however, that a bonus 
could be paid in addition to the profit shown in the table, and 
since, as the result of the experience of other countries, it would 
not be sound business on the part of the factories to omit some 
form of reward for high quality beets, it is probable that there 
would have to be some reduction in the estimated profit figure to 
allow for the bonus being paid. The justifications for the bonus 
are that with high sugar content more sugar can be obtained 
from each acre sown to beets and that there is also a reduction 
in operating costs at the factory. Harris, writing in 1918, states 
that in the U.S.A., “ the price paid by manufacturers for beets 
constitutes over two-thirds of the total cost of manufacturing 
beet sugar ; and the cost is relatively less for good beets than for poor 
ones .” 

Provided then that manufacturing efficiency is as great with 
beets of high quality as with beets of medium sugar content it can 
be demonstrated, using the present bonus scale, that the cost 
of beets per lb. of sugar extracted is somewhat less with high 
quality beets and, therefore, that the present bonus does not 
operate unfavourably to the companies. The figures are shown 
in Table XII, and are based on the estimated co^ts given pre¬ 
viously in Table XI. 


Table XII. 

Estimated cost per lb. of Sugar with Beets of varying Sugar Content. 


Light Soils .... J 
Medium and Heavy Soils [ 

Fen Soils. \ 


1 

Sugar j 
Content 

Loss 

1 

Extrac¬ 

tion 

Price per 
ton of 
Beets 

Cost per 
lb. of 
Sugar 

Per cent. 

Per cent. 

Per cent. 

8 

d. 

d. 

15*5 

3*0 

12*5 

39 

5 

1*69 

17*5 

3*0 | 

14*5 

44 

5 

1*64 

16*6 1 

3-0 1 

12*5 

41 

0 

1*75 

17*5 | 

3*0 1 

1 

14*5 

46 

0 

1*70 

15*5 

3*0 1 

12*6 

37 

5 

1*60 

16*0 1 

3*0 

13*6 

40 

2 

1*58 

17*5 

3*0 |i 14*5 

42 

5 

1*56 


1 It is interesting to note that the average pnee per ton paid to growers 
in the U.S.A. for the 1923 crop, averaging 8*92 tons per acre, sugar con¬ 
tent 15*34 per cent., was $10 07 or 41#. 4d. at par of exchange. 
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Incidentally the figures in the above table illustrate, given 
the assumptions made, the possible range of the cost of the raw 
material entering into each lb. of sugar produced. 

The question of factory efficiency in the extraction of sugar is 
important and presents for examination many features which are 
bound up with the organisation of the business, the machinery 
employed, the technique of the chemists and the skill of the 
other employees of the companies. Such matters cannot be 
discussed until more definite information is available on the 
manufacturing side of the business. In the matter of extraction, 
however, such figures as are at hand suggest that the factories, 
up to 1924, had not been able to limit the loss of sugar to 3-00 per 
cent, by weight of beets worked. 

This loss is smaller than that of the Cantley and Kelham 
factories in the past. Taking the average extraction obtained by 
the Cantley factory in 9 years up to 1924 with beets of average 
sugar content of 16*42 per cent., the recovery of sugar has only 
been 12*31 per cent., or a loss of 4*11 per cent. At Kelham for 
3 years the loss was 4*47 per cent, on beets of 16*53 per cent, 
sugar content. Only in one year, viz. 1923, was the loss lower 
than 3 per cent. In that year the Cantley factory extracted 
13*18 per cent, from beets of 15*75 per cent, sugar content, a loss 
of only 2*57 per cent. 

The extraction at both these factories has been appreciably 
increased in the last three working years, as the following figures 
show :— 


Table XIII. 


Recovery of Sugar at Cantley and Kelham. 



Sugar Content 
Pci cent. 

Extraction 
Per cent. 

1 

Loss 
Per ccnl 

Cantloy, 1922 . 

10 64 

13 23 

3*41 

1923. 

15-75 

13*18 

2-57 

1924 . 

]G-74 

13*25 

3-49 

Kolham, 1921 .... 

15-90 

8*82 

7-08 

1922 . . . 

16-24 

12*31 

3-81 

1924 . 

H-74 

13-35 

3*39 


In this connection American figures make interesting com¬ 
parisons. Figures of sugar content, extraction and loss, for 
the years 1914-20 and 1921-24 in the whole country and in 
California, where higher sugar contents are obtained, for 1920- 
24 are given below :— 
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Table XIV. 

Recovery of Sugar in U.S.A. 



Analysis of Boot 

Recovery of Sucrose 



Percentage 
of Sucrose 

Purity 

Coefficient 

Percentage 

Percentage 
of Weight 
of Boots 

Percentage 
of Total 
Sucrose in 
Beets 

Loss 

Percentage 

U.S.A. Average : 






1914-1920 . 

1001 

84-07 

13-57 

84-75 

2-44 

1921 . . . 

15-77 

83-09 

13-70 

87-25 

2-01 

1922 . . 

15-44 

83-70 

13-01 

88-15 

1-83 

1923 . . . 

15-34 

83-43 | 

13 41 

87-42 

1-93 

1924 . . . 

10-82 


14-50 

80-21 

2-32 

California : 

- - 



—- 

— 

1920 . . . 

17-00 

81-44 

15-97 

90-43 

1-09 

1921 

17-80 

81-40 1 

10-48 

92-58 

1-32 

1922 . . 

18-48 

82-71 | 

17-28 

93-51 

1-20 

1923 . . . 

18-35 

82-94 | 

17-33 

94-44 

1-02 

1924 . . . 

18 03 

— 

10-98 

91-14 

1-05 


In the light of these figures it does not seem impossible, if 
higher sugar contents can be obtained concurrently with high 
yields of beets per acre, that, by improved extraction, lower 
costs per lb. of sugar are outside practical sugar making methods. 
It is certain that to obtain improved yields and larger sugar 
contents and better extraction will require some years of exper¬ 
ience on the part of British farmers, patient study in the breeding 
and selection of better strains of beet, highly efficient sugar 
experts who will be able to secure the maximum possible ex¬ 
traction, and up-to-date machinery. 

Another essential factor in low operating costs in the factories 
is the necessity of a high acreage of beet per factory. The over¬ 
head charges on a factory which is idle for nine months of the 
year, and which requires considerable overhaul of machinery every 
year to keep it working efficiently, is bound to be very large. 
Factories do not come into existence until a minimum of some 
4,000 or 5,000 acres is guaranteed by farmers. This is nothing like 
sufficient to keep them working at full capacity, but the Com¬ 
panies count on a greater acreage being grown and on better yields 
being obtained in the future. The average acreage grown for nine 
factories last year was slightly over 6,000 acres per factory, but 
while some may have been running at full capacity the majority 
would have contracted acreages much below their maximum re¬ 
quirements. This is a matter which requires the earnest consider- 
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ation of every farmer. The industry has to live out of the money 
it obtains for the sugar sold, and to secure the maximum amount 
for distribution among the interested parties maximum efficiency 
is essential, and in the case of the factories this can only be secured 
by their being able to run at or near maximum capacity. It 
cannot, however, be expected that factories will always run at 
this maximum. The price offered by the Companies in any 
given year will determine the attitude of the farmers as to whether 
or not the crop can be remuneratively grown, and, therefore, in 
low price years there will be a contraction of acreage and probably 
a relative increase in factory working expenses. In 1920 in the 
United States ninety-seven factories were operating, and each 
handled on an average 8,989 acres of beet. The price slumped in 
the next year, and only ninety-two factories were operating, but 
the acreage per factory was only slightly less at 8,858 acres. The 
following year a further eleven factories were out of commission 
temporarily, but even with this reduced number of factories the 
acreage per factory dropped to 6,543. In 1921 five factories, 
and in 1922 sixteen factories evidently had to be maintained out 
of the profits of the remaining operating factories, which is the 
same thing as saying that there was a corresponding reduction 
in manufacturing efficiency, viewing the industry as a whole. 

Low prices operate quickly against the least efficient growers, 
or those on unsuitable soils, or those who have poor market 
facilities, and it would seem, therefore, that care should be taken 
to erect factories only in districts where the conditions of soil and 
market are good, and where the crop is likely to be looked on as 
one of the mainstays of the farm. The arable districts of this 
country are undoubtedly the most favourable. 

(6) Labour. 

The extent to which it will be possible to extend the sugar- 
beet area is closely allied to the availability of labour, and the 
effect which its introduction will have on the labour requirement 
of any farm or in any given district is not an easy one to deter¬ 
mine. 

If a development up to 5*35 per cent, of the arable land is 
taken as applicable to those districts most suitable for the orop, it 
does not, on the face of things, seem to be an insuperable task to 
handle the crop on this small proportion of the arable land with 
the existing labour staffs. The matter, however, is not so simple 
as this would indicate. An average is built up of variable quan¬ 
tities. Some farms will not grow any beets at all, others will 
grow an acreage below the average and others again rise much 
above it. The position of the growers of the larger percentages 
are those who are likely to feel the effect of introducing an inten¬ 
sive crop, especially if they hold medium sized farms. A farmer 
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on 800 acres, all arable, with 80 acres of beet (or 10 per cent, of 
the arable), employing 24 men may, by being able to concentrate 
his staff, find it comparatively easy to handle the crop, whereas 
a man on a 100-acre arable farm employing 3 men and growing 
the same proportion of beet as on the larger farm would probably 
have to find extra hands at certain seasons. 

Exception might at first sight be taken to this statement on 
the ground that some of the most successful beet-growing dis¬ 
tricts on the Continent are those where small holdings prevail and 
a large proportion of the arable is under the crop, and American 
experience, also, is that the percentage of land under beet rises 
as the size of the holding falls. The position of the small holder 
is, however, really analagous up to a point with the case of the 
100 acre farmer. The small holder could not himself handle 
the crop and would have recourse to other labour. But here 
the similarity ends, for the small holder is secure, in most 
cases, of sufficient reserve of labour in his wife and family upon 
whom he can and does call in busy times, whereas the 100 acre 
farmer has to find casuals on the labour market and this labour 
may be difficult to secure. The creation of further small holdings 
would therefore appear to be of advantage in assuring the exten¬ 
sion of the beet area and in maintaining the area under the 
crop. 

Where intensive farming prevails in any district it may not 
be necessary to employ additional labour. In the Lincolnshire 
and Cambridgeshire fens where crops of an intensive nature, like 
carrots, potatoes, cauliflowers, celery, and so on, are traditional 
and where therefore a large labour force is constantly employed, 
it seems fairly safe to say that sugar-beet would have little, if any, 
effect on the labour requirement. 

On the other hand, in districts such as the high lands of Nor¬ 
folk or in some thinly populated counties in the South Midlands, 
such as Oxfordshire, the effect of the introduction of beet would 
be to intensify the system of farming considerably. In such 
districts the development of the crop can only be a compar¬ 
atively gradual one. The creation of a supply of labour can 
only be made possible by careful organisation and by offering 
attractive terms to the latent sources of labour in the various 
districts. 

Labour for sugar-beet growing is required mainly at thinning 
and hoeing time and again at harvesting, and the amount a farmer 
can grow will be determined by the labour available at these 
times. Much depends on what crop ris cut out in favour of 
sugar-beet before it can be said that casual labour is necessary, 
and if other hoed crops are displaced it may still be possible to 
handle the beets with existing labour staffs either by working 
overtime, or by paying piecework rates. 
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Granted, however, that casual labour is required at these 
times and that the demand for this labour varies with individual 
circumstances, the only solution seems to be either for the 
National Farmers’ Union or, probably better, for the factories to 
arrange for the supply of casual hands for handling the beet 
crop. The fieldmen of the factories make periodical visits to 
each individual grower and they could make inquiries about 
the additional labour required on each farm. It should then 
be possible to organise available labour from the towns and 
villages. It is this class of labour, however, that farmers consider 
of little use for work on the farm. For example, the singling of 
beet is a somewhat skilled task and calls for workers who have 
had experience. This part of the work cannot be performed by 
people from towns as is done in the case of fruit-picking, pea¬ 
picking and hop-gathering. Something might be done by 
letting the permanent farm hands do the most important tasks 
and leaving the work of side-hoeing to unskilled men. At har¬ 
vesting, after the beets have been ploughed out, the work is very 
largely mechanical and could easily be performed by* unskilled 
people. 

It is unfortunate that this period of intensity of work on 
the crop coincides with the maximum demands of the factories 
for labour, also mainly of an unskilled kind, to handle beets at 
the factories, and it would seem that careful selection of sites for 
factories is essential. To erect a factory in a rural or semi-rural 
area has the effect not only of drawing a considerable amount of 
labour from the land all the year round, but also of taking more 
just at the very time the farmer requires them to handle the crop 
which the factories must have. These reasons would seem to 
indicate that from an economic point of view the best position 
for a factory may bo in or near towns or large villages, or in indus¬ 
trial areas, where a considerable reserve of labour could always 
be commanded without any interference with the agricultural 
supply. 

(c) Food Supplies fob Stock. 

A further factor which must be reckoned with when the 
expansion of beet growing is under consideration is the effect 
it will have on the stock-canying capacity of the country, and 
this again is not so simple a matter as would appear at first sight. 
As far as a single farm, or a number of farms, is concerned it 
would appear that, although the food value of the residues per 
acre of sugar-beet as measured by starch equivalent is less than 
that of an acre of mangolds, this deficiency can be easily made 
good by the purchase of dried pulp or of equivalent food at a price 
which would leave a good margin of profit to the farmer, when 
the money he receives for the sugar he sells off the acre at the 
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present price is taken into account. It has been estimated that 
the starch equivalent value of the beet residues, namely, the 
tops, leaves and dried pulp, is about 1,387 lb. per acre, though this 
figure may be rather too high on the average, and in any case 
is variable within wide limits owing to the different methods of 
using the tops and leaves, and the varying quantities of sugar 
remaining in the pulp according to the methods of extraction 
used by the factories. To begin with, the quantity of tops left 
on the field varies considerably with the shape of the roots and 
with the fancy of the man who tops them. Some farmers prefer 
to cut off as little as possible, and to risk the expense of re-topping 
at the factory or the reduction of sugar content owing to the 
presence of an excess of that part of the root which is stated to 
contain least sugar. Others, with sheep to fold, may prefer to 
cut off a larger crown. Then again there is a great difference in 
quantity due to whether the tops are left lying thinly scattered 
over the field to be trodden in by beasts turned in to eat them off, 
or whether they are left in large piles which can be forked up 
into carts without much wastage. There is considerable vari¬ 
ation, too, according as to whether the leaves are allowed to dry 
off before feeding, in which case they may become slimy and 
inedible, or whether they are fed fresh, or ensiled, or carefully 
dried, in which case the value of the leaves may be added to that 
of the crown of the root. It can be assumed, however, that the 
value of the tops and leaves for a good crop lies somewhere 
between 500 and 800 lb. of starch equivalent ver acre. The 
dried pulp derived from an average acre of beet amounts to about 
10 cwt. and the food value of this varies considerably according 
to the efficiency with which the factory extracts the sugar, but 
it may be taken to be in the neighbourhood of 580 lb. of starch 
equivalent. The total value of the food available for stock as a 
result of growing an acre of sugar-beet for factory purposes may 
be taken, therefore, at about 1,230 lb. of starch equivalent. It is 
interesting to note in passing that this is almost the exact equiv¬ 
alent of a 12-ton crop of turnips, though it is only about 60 per 
cent, of the food value of a 12-ton crop of swedes, and less than 
half the food value of the average crop of medium-sized mangolds, 
the deficiency when compared with the latter crop amounting to 
some 1,400 lb. of starch equivalent per acre. Although any one 
farmer may be able to purchase an amount of dried pulp that is 
greater than that derived from the beets sent by him to the 
factory in order to make up the difference, it is clear that, viewing 
the country as a whole, there is bound t6 be a deficiency of about 
the 1,400 lb. of starch equivalent already mentioned for every 
acre of beet grown in place of an acre of mangolds, of 786 in the 
case of an acre of swedes, and there would be no loss in the case of 
turnips. If, therefore, the development of the sugar-beet crop 
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up to 200,000 acres were to take place at the expense of the 
mangold acreage, there would be less food for stock in the country 
by, say, 280 million lb. of starch equivalent. Now taking 46 lb. 
of mangolds containing 2*8 lb. of starch equivalent as a daily 
root ration for a dairy cow for five winter months, the above defi¬ 
ciency represents the year’s root ration for some 670,000 dairy 
cows or their equivalent in other classes of stock. In other 
words, the equivalent in sheep or other stock of about 33 per 
cent, of the cows at present in the country would be deprived of 
their winter root ration. How far such a loss could be made 
good depends on the method of rationing adopted, but in any 
case supplies would have to be taken from sources not already 
fully drawn upon. Greater use, for example, might be made of 
imported concentrated foods to replace the bulky parts of the 
ration, as is so strongly recommended by Boutflour, and as far 
as the cost of buying in the equivalent amount of these foods is 
concerned, it has already been reckoned that the proceeds from 
the sale of the beets to the factory should leave a fair margin for 
this purpose. As far as swedes, for example, are boncemed 
additional evidence may be adduced from Lincolnshire, where it 
is the custom to reckon eight sheep per acre of roots for the winter, 
and where it is claimed that beet tops will carry but two. It 
can be calculated that the pulp derived from the same acre would 
carry the equivalent of a further two sheep, and it would seem 
that, assuming the roots displaced in this case were swedes, the 
total value of an acre of beet residues would be about half that of 
an acre of sheep-keep. Where mixed sheep-keep is displaced the 
loss would be somewhat less. Then, again, the comparison so 
far has been restricted to the acre of beet as against the acre of 
other roots, but it is contended by many of those who have a 
knowledge of conditions of agriculture in beet-growing countries 
that the cultivation of beet results in a general improvement of 
the land and in enhanced yields of subsequent crops. There is 
already some evidence in this country of the truth of this con¬ 
tention, and any loss of starch equivalent due to growing beet 
instead of other roots may, therefore, be partly counterbalanced 
by the increased output of starch equivalent in other forms 
throughout the rotation. In fact, it may well be that the loss of 
food value is not as serious as appears at first sight. Further 
evidence on this point may be drawn from the Final Report 
of the Agricultural Tribunal of Investigation. The following 
table, constructed from information derived from that source, 
shows the yields per acre of some important crops and the 
number of live-stock units carried per hundred acres in various 
beet-growing countries compared with similar figures for Great 
Britain:— 



87 


A Study of the Sugar-Beet Position. 


Table XV. 

Beet-growing Countries compared with Great Britain, as regards 
(A) Yield of Crops, and (B) Livestock Carried. 


France, 1911-13 
Germany, 1911-13 
Belgium, 1911-13 
Holland, 1919 
Denmark, 1919 . 



Average Yield per Acre 


Wheat 

Barley 

Oats 

Potatoes 


Cwta. 

Cwta. 

Cwts. 

Tons 


10-5 

11*2 

10 6 

3*6 

\ . 

17*7 

17*0 

16*7 

6*6 


20-7 

22*0 , 

, 18*4 

7*8 


20*7 

210 

16*0 

6*4 1 


23-8 

18-4 1 

13*9 

6*0 


Livestock 
units per 100 
acres of crops 
and grass, ex¬ 
cluding rough 
grazing 


(1913) 20-4 
,(1913) 30*8 
1 (1912) 47*0 
(1922) 44*9 
(1922) 39*4 


Great Britain, 1919-22 . 17*2 14*6 , 13 0 | 6*2 (1922) 33*1 


It is seen that of the six countries Great Britain ranks fifth as 
regards yield of wheat, barley and oats, third as regards yield of 
potatoes, and fourth as regards livestock carried. It is interesting 
also that France, a country whose percentage of arable land sown 
to beet is less than that of any of the other countries except Great 
Britain, ranks last in every case. It is not dosirable on the 
strength of these figures to lay too much stress on the value of 
beet as producing higher crop yields and a greater lead of stock, 
for beet-growing is not the only factor involved. There are 
many factors contributing to this state of affairs, among which 
intensity of cultivation and systems of land tenure, especially, 
play an important part, but at least it may be inferred that the 
cultivation of beet is far from being incompatible with higher 
yields of crops and greater stock-carrying capacity than obtain at 
present in this country. 

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS. 

An attempt has been made in the foregoing remarks to fore¬ 
cast the probable trend of events in relation to the sugar-beet 
crop in England and Wales, and in some measure to suggest to 
farmers points which would naturally arise in their minds when 
considering the introduction of this crop, and to indicate the 
lines along which a solution to such problems may be found. 

It has been shown that sugar-beet is a crop which has quickly 
established itself in many different countries under a variety of 
conditions, and that it plays no small part in European agri¬ 
culture. An outline has been given of its progress in the United 
States of America, where it has been demonstrated that the crop, 
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even within the wide range of climates and soils suitable for its 
growth, tends to become localised, because of the labour situation, 
and the competition of other crops. On the latter point, however, 
it should be observed that Harris claims that the crop, once 
established, has little difficulty in competing with ordinary farm 
crops, and that sugar-beet regions are usually profitable livestock 
sections. 

Viewing the development which has taken place in several 
countries, especially in Europe, an attempt has been made to 
estimate the probable expansion of the crop and the part which 
it may be expected to play in this country. Problems which 
will have to be faced as a result of a falling subsidy have been 
mentioned, and an endeavour has been made to draw lessons 
from developments in the U.S.A., where the introduction of 
novel practices is not hampered by the existence of long-estab¬ 
lished traditions. Attention has been drawn to possible reduc¬ 
tions in cost by increased yields and improved factory methods, 
and an indication has been gh *n of the trend of possible costs, 
taking into account all the advantages likely to accrue from 
growing the crop. 

Problems of labour supply have been discussed. It is prob¬ 
able that from the agricultural point of view it may be sounder 
economically to develop the crop gradually on many farms, thus 
giving the opportunity to build up a steadier and more per¬ 
manent employment of regular agricultural labour, rather than 
by rapid expansion on a few farms to create a sudden demand 
for casual hands. In the meantime there may be a tendency for 
some farmers to grow more beet than they can manage with 
permanent labour, and, since it is in the interest of the factories 
that they should do so, it seems reasonable to suggest that the 
factories should help to supply any additional casual labour 
required at busy periods. 

Some mention has also been made of the effect which the 
introduction of the crop may have on the supply of. feeding 
stuffs grown on the land. 

Apart from future developments, it is clear that at the present 
juncture the crop, when properly handled under suitable con¬ 
ditions, should leave a good margin of profit to the grower. In 
support of this contention it may be stated that the average cash 
profit, after meeting all charges on the crop, was £4 la. 4 d. per 
acre on eleven light land farms in 1924, and £2 17a. Id. per acre 
on twelve farms on medium and heavy soils, though in some 
cases the cash profits were considerably higher and in one case 
amounted to as much as £13 6a. 5d. per acre. 

It is suggested that with margins of profit such as these there 
is every incentive for all farmers, who are in a position to do so, 
to give the crop a serious trial. As has been stated elsewhere by 
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the present writers, “ the market is assured, the price is fixed 
beforehand, and the additional equipment required is of a nature 
to require no serious outlay of capital. The crop adds another 
product to the output of the farm and creates an entirely new 
market for the farmers of this country. To this extent depressed 
conditions can be met by an increase of production without the 
danger of over supplying the market wibh the staple products of 
the farm.” 

A. Bridges. 

R. N. Dixey. 

Agricultural Koonomics Research Iustituto, 

Oxford. 


PUBLICATIONS CITED. 

International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics , 1909-21, 1924-5. 
Rome. 

Brandes and others. Sugar. U.S.A. Department of Agriculture 
Yearbook , 1923. 

United States Department of Agriculture Yearbook f 1924. 

Piper and others. Our Forage Resources. U.S.A. Department of 
Agriculture Yearbook , 1923. 

Harris. Sugar-Beet in America. Macmillan. 

Bridges and Dixey. Sugar-Beet : The results of an inquiry into the 
costs of production , yields and n turns in 1924. H.M. Stationery 
Office. 

Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions , 1924. Vol. 2. 

Accounts and Papers , 33, Trade, etc. 1914, LXXXII. 

Agricultural Tribunal of Investigation. Final Report , 1924. Cmd. 
2145. 

Bridges and Dixey. Some Aspects of the Sugar-Beet Question. 
N.F.U. Yearbook (Oxfordshire Branch), 1925 


FARM INSTITUTES AND THEIR WORK. 

Education of any kind is contentious. Even where the object 
is general mental development of the pupil rather than specific 
preparation for a particular calling, there are differences of 
opinion as to the best means of attaining that end. One*school 
of thought, for example, emphasises the talue of classical studies ; 
another attaches more importance to modem literature; the 
aim of a third school is to inculcate the scientific outlook; while 
in the opinion of a fourth, games are not merely a form of recre¬ 
ation but perhaps the principal educational instrument. It is 
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not to be surprised at, therefore, that there should be differences 
of opinion as to the best kind of training for a particular vocation. 

Vocational education, except for the so-called learned pro¬ 
fessions, is of comparatively recent development. It has had to 
overcome the apathy of those whom it should benefit and to 
encounter the opposition of educationists, who could not appreci¬ 
ate the function of studies in subjects other than those recognised 
for the purposes of the ordinary academic degrees. Proposals 
to institute University courses in such prosaic matters as Coal 
Gas and Tanning met with ridicule ; but with the gradual 
recognition of the value of scientific knowledge in industry, 
a demand has grown up for men possessing academic qualifica¬ 
tions in technology, and in the modem universities technical 
students now form a considerable part of the total enrolment. 

Agricultural education has encountered no less and perhaps 
no greater difficulties than other forms of technical training; 
and it has shared with these in the growing appreciation of the 
results of scientific research which has been apparent during the 
past twenty years. There is still, however, wide diversity of 
opinion as to the kind and length of training most suitable for 
the embryo farmer. At the one extreme is the city man who 
imagines that his son, if he secures an agricultural degree or 
diploma, will forthwith be able to farm profitably, either as 
tenant or as bailiff, or perhaps he able to engage in teaching 
farmers how to farm. While he would be the first to point out 
that his own particular kind of business or profession could not 
be mastered without some years of actual experience in it, he 
does not quite realise that the same applies, and with at least 
equal force, to the business of farming. 

At the other extreme may bo the self-made farmer, who has 
succeeded, perhaps achieved unusual success, in spite of his lack 
of academic traimng. Such men are usually endowed with 
exceptional powers of observation and memory, as a result of 
which they can make great use of their experience. Men of this 
type often regai d institutional training as being remote from the 
path to practical efficiency ; the time a young man would devote 
to college studies might, they believe, be better spent in gaining 
experience and at the same time earning money that would 
prove more useful than “ book knowledge ” when the time came 
to stock and equip a farm. 

Between the two extremes above illustrated is an ever-growing 
body of practical farmers who recognise that modem husbandry 
affords scope for the application of knowledge and understanding 
which the average individual cannot or does not gain by routine 
experience and ordinary observation, but which can be imparted 
by competent teachers in a systematic course of instruction. 
Farmers who read and make full use of the technical advice now 
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at their disposal may admittedly become well versed in the prin¬ 
ciples^ manuring, feeding, breeding and other technical matters 
of immediate interest; but such as have the disposition, not to 
say the time, for technical studies are just those who most regret 
not having had the advantage of institutional education in these 
matters before commencing to farm on their own account. 

Agricultural education as now organised provides for the 
needs of different types of student, and courses are available 
which are suited to the means and opportunities of pupils in 
different stations of life. The large farmer works with his head 



Fig. 1.—The Hertfordshire Institute of Agriculture, Oaklands 


more than with his arm and has greater opportunities of utilising 
technical knowledge than has the smaller occupier, whose per¬ 
sonal labour may form a considerable proportion of his earnings 
and whose personal skill in manual operations may be essential 
to the conduct of the farm. The typical agricultural college 
course, extending over three years, has been developed mainly 
in accordance with the ideas of large fanners as to what studies 
may best supplement practical experience in the preparation of 
the mind for extensive farming. Three years, moreover, is not 
too long a period over which to spread these studies when the 
student aims to acquire a good and ready knowledge both of the 
different branches of field and animal husbandry and of the 
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many allied subjects, such as chemistry, physics, botany, 
bacteriology, zoology, geology, economics, accountancy and law. 
It is most desirable that the farming industry should include, 
as it already does, men actually engaged in farming who can 
follow the progress of research in the different aspects of agri¬ 
cultural science and discuss the results with advantage both to 
their fellows and to the research worker. 

On the other hand there are large numbers of farmers’ sons 
whose parents depend largely on their manual assistance and 
who, therefore, cannot afford either the time or the expense to 
attend long courses of instruction. For such as are unable to 
leave home for instruction on more than one day per week, there 
have been arranged in some counties day courses at local centres, 
where lectures and demonstrations are given in the outstanding 
principles of field, animal and farm management, with special 
reference to the conditions of the district in which the class is 
held. Separate classes are arranged for women students, in 
which such subjects as dairy work, poultry keeping an4 domestic 
economy take the place of the more strictly agricultural matters 
taught to men students. 

Between the college diploma course extending over three 
years and the county day class meeting on one or two days per 
week for some ten to twenty weeks, there is a considerable field 
for intermediate agricultural education. This is the place and 
function of the Farm Institute, which forms part of the scheme 
of County Council activity, as distinct from agricultural colleges, 
whose governing bodies have a wider representation and whose 
upkeep is assisted by direct grants from the Ministry of Agri¬ 
culture. 

The typical farm institute comprises a farm of medium size, 
residential accommodation for between 20 and 50 students, 
together with lecture rooms, laboratories and the staff necessary 
for teaching “ the scientific principles underlying sound practice.” 
During the winter, from October to March, men students receive 
courses of instruction in soils, fertilisers, crops, live stock, feeding, 
veterinary hygiene, implements and machinery, weeds and pests, 
farm arithmetic, bookkeeping and general agricultural science— 
chemistry and biology. Ordinarily the course is completed in 
one session, but students desiring more advanced instruction in 
one or more subjects can have special arrangements made for 
their needs. During the summer months women students 
attend for lectures and practical work in dairying, poultry 
keeping, horticulture, housewifery, and other subjects of special 
interest to this class of pupil. Special courses in fruit growing, 
market gardening, etc., mav be held in particular institutions 
serving counties where these industries are of special import¬ 
ance. 
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The fees vary at the different institutions, but for sons and 
daughters of residents within the County owning the Institute, 
the fee is generally between £1 and £1 10s. per week for board, 
lodging and tuition. Higher fees are payable by pupils from 
outside the County. A limited number of scholarships are 
awarded at farm institutes (a) by the County Councils concerned, 
and (b) by the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, under the 
Scheme for establishing scholarships for the sons and daughters 
of agricultural and other rural workers 

In the farm institute course, most of the student's time is 



Fio 2 —The Dairy at Oaklands 

taken up with studies in subjects which he cannot fail to recog¬ 
nise as being of direct practical importance In that sense the 
institute course is more “ practical ” than the college course; 
but inasmuch as the tuition is given during the winter months, 
when field operations are necessarily limited in kind, systematic 
practice in manual processes cannot be the main feature of farm 
institute instruction. Moreover, the right kind of student can 
spend his time more advantageously in *the class room than in 
performing operations with which he ought to be already quite 
familiar. Tins, however, may not apply to workshop practice, 
grafting, hedge-laying, cheese-making and other special opera¬ 
tions, not to mention the usual forms of practical work, such as 





94 


Farm Institutes and their Work. 


live-stock judging, identification of pests, weeds and seeds, 
which form a regular part of the course. 

The farm institutes first founded in this country were those 
at Basing (Hants., 1889), Ridgmont (Beds.), and Newton Rigg 
(Cumberland). Hampshire still maintains an institute at Spar- 
sholt, and the Cumberland and Westmorland County Councils 
continue to co-operate in running the Farm School at Newton 
Rigg; but Ridgmont, which was originally established by the 
Duke of Bedford, has been closed for more than ten years. 
Farm Institutes primarily intended for practical dairy in¬ 
struction are those at Hutton (Lancs.), Worleston (Cheshire) 
and Garforth (Yorks.). Cheshire formerly maintained the 
Holmes Chapel Agricultural College, an institution distinct from 
the dairy sohool; but recently agricultural education in this 
county has been centralised at Reaseheath Hall, where a modem 
farm institute has been established. In Lancashire the agri¬ 
cultural and the dairy schools are still carried on in different 
institutions, but during recent, years the agricultural courses 
have been shortened and modified, so that the attention of 
students may be directed more towards their preparation for 
the business of farming than towards obtaining diplomas. 

The above-mentioned establishments date their origin from 
the time when the newly formed County Councils were endowed 
with “ The Whiskey Money ” and with power to employ the 
proceeds of a penny rate in the furtherance of technical edu¬ 
cation. The County Technical Education Committees early 
gave attention to agricultural instruction; and fortunately 
different ideas prevailed in formulating their policy. In 
Northumberland it was decided to establish a County Experi¬ 
mental Farm, and thus originated the famous Cookie Park 
experiments. Most counties made attempts to provide itinerant 
instruction and some—Cornwall, Devon, Gloucester, Hereford, 
Monmouth, Stafford, Somerset, Warwick and Wilts—succeeded 
along these lines, employing a staff of instructors responsible 
direct to the County authority. Others as above mentioned 
set up farm institutes. 

The policy of some counties was influenced by the Board of 
Agriculture, which came into existence about the same time as 
the County Councils. The Board had certain duties concerning, 
and small grants available for agricultural education, and decided 
to encourage and assist the setting up of University agricultural 
departments and agricultural colleges. Its object was to have a 
centre of this type within each group of counties: it confined its 
grants to aiding the work of such centres, and endeavoured to 
obtain for the colleges financial assistance from the surrounding 
counties. In some cases the result of the counties making grants 
to the oollege was that, while their grants were too small to enable 




Fio 3 —Carpentry Class at Chadacre Agricultural Institute, Suffolk 
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the college to carry out much work in the counties, the local 
schemes were entirely suspended. 

Interest in farm institutes was revived on the proposal of 
Lord Reay’s Departmental Committee, which reported in 1908 
(Cd. 4206) in favour of setting up such establishments throughout 
the country in order “ to give definiteness of aim and stability 
to county work.” The Institute contemplated by the Committee 
included a permanent headquarters for the itinerant instructors 
then employed by many Local Education Authorities, and 
buildings suitable for winter classes in general agricultural 
subjects and for instruction in dairying during the summer 
months. To these institutes the Committee recommended that 
demonstration farms should be attached. 

Lord Reay’s Committee’s proposal was taken up by the 
Board of Education, who, in 1911, submitted to the Development 
Commissioners a scheme for the development of farm institutes. 
The scheme was approved by the Commissioners, but before it 
was actually brought into operation the Boards of Agriculture 
and Education came to an agreement whereby the scheme 
should be entrusted to the former. Before much progress had 
been made with the organisation of new farm institutes, the War 
intervened. In 1918, however, the Government, on the recom¬ 
mendation of Lord Selbome’s Reconstruction Sub-Committee, 
decided to assist agricultural education on a more extended scale, 
so that the Ministry of Agriculture could make capital grants 
on the 75 per cent, basis for the establishment of institutes 
without reference to the Development Commissioners. An 
immediate extension of local activity in this direction was being 
organised, but in 1920 the Cabinet prohibition of further ex¬ 
penditure on new schemes arrested the movement. Some relief 
was, however, obtained under the Com Production Acts (Repeal) 
Act, 1921, under which funds were set aside for agricultural 
education, and from this source assistance has been provided to 
local authorities who had actually embarked upon farm institute 
schemes when the prohibition of 1920 was issued. 

Counties that have set up farm institutes since 1918 are 
Cheshire, Hertfordshire, Holland (Lines.), Northamptonshire, 
Somerset, Staffordshire, Carnarvonshire, and Denbighshire. Mon¬ 
mouthshire has benefited from local generosity in connection 
with the Usk Institute, which serves that county ; and recently 
the Chadacre Agricultural Institute was endowed by the Earl of 
Iveagh for the benefit of students from the county of Suffolk. 
In Durham and Kent farms have been acquired, but arrangements 
have not yet been completed for the reception of students. 
Certain other counties have schemes under consideration or in 
course of execution. 

There are still points on which farm institute policy is not 
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fully settled. Lord Reay’s Committee regarded the farm as the 
main part of the scheme, urging that the County lecturer could 
not maintain his practical skill and carry weight with farmers 
unless he himself was actually running a farm. Experience has 
shown this to be an incorrect view ; it would be as reasonable to 
expect a medical practitioner to have personally suffered every 
complaint on which he may have to give advice. It is obvious 
that the more the teacher is restricted to the experience he can 
gain on a particular farm, the less experience he can obtain on the 
farms in the County. A farm attached to an institute is useful both 
in assisting the teaching given in the courses and in providing ex¬ 
perimental results ; but the person responsible for its management 
must not be expected to spend a large part of his time in lectur¬ 
ing, visiting and advising other farmers how to manage theirs. 

Whether the farm institute should serve as the working 
headquarters of the county itinerant staff is another debatable 
point. In some cases that is possible, but for the convenience 
of farmers seeking advice, an office in the principal market town 
may be preferable. Indeed, decentralisation may iff some 
counties be a still better plan. 

The other questions are those of the age of the pupils to 
be admitted to farm institute courses and the desirability of 
including general educational subjects in the curriculum. 
Recently the Ministry of Agriculture and the Board of Educa¬ 
tion have extended their agreement so that pupils between 
the ages of 14 and 16 not in attendance at schools supported 
by the Board may participate in schemes eligible for grant 
from the Ministry. This opens up the possibility of making 
use of farm institutes to fill a gap in our schemes of rural edu¬ 
cation. Many of the sons of smaller farmers attend only the 
public elementary school, which they leave at the age of 14 years. 
At this age they cannot continue their education at a secondary 
school, as the age for entering upon secondary school courses 
is 12 or under, and their parents would not agree to the usual 
condition that they should remain for a period of four years. 
If the boy goes from the elementary school to work on the farm, 
then by the time he has reached the age of 16 he will have lost 
much of the benefit of his previous schooling ; he may have no 
desire to attend a farm institute, and if he has, his services will 
have become so useful on the farm that they cannot well be 
spared. If boys of the age of 14 are to be admitted to special 
courses at farm institutes, however, the curriculum of these special 
courses might well include general preparatory subjects and some 
attention could be paid to general culture as well as to technology. 

J. R. Bond. 

County Education Office, 

Derby. 
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SOME CAUSES AND EFFECTS OF 
CHANGES IN PRICES OF FARM PRODUCE. 

Pbices are values expressed in terms of a common monetary 
unit, and are fixed in the process of exchange of goods. Their 
function is to facilitate exchange, but their influences do not 
stop with the mere processes of purchase and sale. In effect, 
prices act as regulators of the production and consumption of 
goods. While there is no conscious social control of production 
or of consumption the prices of commodities, of land, of labour 
and of capital are the sole regulators of production. The pro¬ 
ducer adjusts his purchases of the means of production and of 
raw materials according to the prices which he has to pay for 
them and according to the prices he expects the finished products 
to command. Practically all consumers have to choose between 
possible satisfactions of different wants and desires. For every¬ 
one certain elementary wants are of pre-eminent importance, and 
must be satisfied; but these elementary wants are not identical 
or of equal importance to all people. Consumers choose to 
some extent even in the satisfaction of elementary wants, and 
in their choices they are guided or influenced considerably 
by prices. But when the most elementary wants are satisfied 
the prices of goods or services largely determine the satisfaction 
of other wants by further expenditure. An^ by the choice 
between one thing and another, based largely on prices and 
wholly on prices in relation to wants and the means of satisfying 
them, the consumers regulate production. 

Thus if the forces which fix prices in general were constant 
the price for a given article would regulate the production of 
that article according to the effective demand for it. A change 
in the price of an article would represent a change in consumers* 
valuation of it. Thus if meat became dearer when prices in 
general were steady, the increment in price would represent 
an increase in valuation. The cause might be either an increase 
in the cost of production or an increase in the consumers* valua¬ 
tion consequent on some other cause. In either case the price 
would be influencing and indeed regulating production. An 
increase in cost of production of meat would cause a restriction 
in the supply unless the price rose in equal ratio to induce pro¬ 
ducers to continue the provision of the supply required. Or an 
increase in consumers* valuation of meat would cause an increase 
in the price which would bring increases in the supply to meet 
the greater demand. 

If prices merely acted in this way, and upon each commodity 
separately, they might regulate production so that, with the 
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means available at any time, it would meet all effective demands 
and satisfy all wants for which sacrifices would be made. This 
method of price-fixing by bargaining between producers and 
consumers in the market may bo clumsy and sometimes slow 
moving, but it differs from any other method only in degree 
if it differs at all. For if conscious and organized regulation of 
prices is not to restrict either demand or supply it must take 
into account all the factors which are operative in the markets 
and assign to them much the same importance as they there 
secure for themselves. Organized regulation of prices may be 
directed to the regulation of demand or of supply, or of both; 
but any regulation which does not bring supply and demand 
into equilibrium is exceedingly difficult to maintain. 

Unless any regulation of the price of even one article is 
carried on with the fullest possible information and with the 
object of bringing supply and effective demand into equilibrium 
it may be more clumsy and may have more undesired results 
than the undirected bargaining between producer and consumer. 
But, as regards agricultural production, both the undirected 
bargaining of the market and attempts at organized control of 
prices may fail to regulate the supply of commodities. This is 
due to the varying response of nature to the application of given 
means and energies in production. Not all of the means and 
forces of agricultural production are subject to monetary valua¬ 
tion or the regulation of application through prices. Bain and 
frost, wireworm and “ fly,” with many other similar things are 
factors in production which are unregulated by prices. And in so 
far as other industries depend upon raw materials, etc., produced 
in the primary processes which are covered by the term “ agricul¬ 
ture,” their costs and prices are likewise affected by the un¬ 
certainties of production which are due to tho vagaries of nature. 
But, on tho whole, the factors in their costs of production and 
in the prices of their finished products are more amenable to 
measurement by monetary standards. 

Thus, one cause of changes in prices of farm produce is to 
be found in the different yield of produce given, in different 
seasons, for equal amounts of materials and energies applied 
in production. Good instances of this from English farms are 
to be found in the yields and prices of hops, of fruit, and of 
potatoes. During the last fifty years many a “ good year ” 
as regards yields of hops has caused losses or even disaster to 
growers. 1 With fruit and much perishable vegetable produce 
the yield in prolific seasons may be far in excess of all the demands, 
and the pressure of excessive supplies on sensitive markets 
frequently causes prices to slump to a level which does not 

1 Report on Stabilisation of Agricultural Prices , Ministry of Agriculture 
Economic Series No. 2, pp. 40-42. 
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cover costs of production. 1 In another year a relatively short 
supply may bring handsome profits. But one of the most 
important illustrations is to be found in the case of potatoes. 
From 1915 to 1923 the acreages, yields and values of potatoes 
in England and Wales have varied as follows:— 


Potatoes in England and Wales. 


1 

Acreage 

(000) 

Yield. 
Tons per 
acre 

Total 
Produce 
(000 tons) 

Estimated 
Value 
(000 £) 

Average Year, 1911-13 

445 

6-0 

2,662 

9,117 

„ 1915 . . 

463 

6-2 

2,858 

11,718 

1916 . . 

428 

5-9 

2,505 

23,895 

„ 1917 . . 

508 i 

6-6 

3,341 

1 22,051 

„ 1918 . . 

634 

6-6 

4,209 

32,304 

„ .. 1919 . . 

475 

5-7 

2,733 

29,653 

„ 1920 . . 

545 

5-8 

, 3,151 

30,722 

.. 1921 . . 

558 

5-3 

1 2,958 

22,185 

„ 1922 . . 

561 

71 

4,012 

13,290 

„ „ 1923 . . 

467 | 

5-9 

2,758 

18,846 

„ „ 1924 . . 

452 

6-0 

2,696 

— 


Several changes are indicated in these figures, notably the 
increase in area under potatoes during the War and the increase 
in prices of potatoes with that in general prices from 1914 to 
1920. But the effect of increase in the yield per aero and in 
total produce in 1922 is clearly shown in the value for that 
year. General prices were then falling, but they were not fall¬ 
ing to the extent to which that of potatoes fell. But in the 
following year, with about normal acreage and nearly normal 
yield, the total value rose over 40 per cent, with much smaller 
total yield. The effect of a small shortage in 1916 is also 
remarkable. 

The reason for this effect of high production on prices is 
to be found in the relative " inelasticity ” of demand. 2 It is 
generally assumed that if the price of a commodity falls the 
demand will increase, and that as the price rises the demand 
will diminish. Thus an increasing demand should tend to stop 
the price falling, or a decreasing demand should tend to stop 
a price rising. But in none of the cases quoted is the elasticity 
of the demand so great as that of the production or .that of 

• 

1 Report on Fruit and Vegetables (Linlithgow Committee), Cmd. 1892, 
1923, pp. 24-25. 

8 “ The elasticity of demand m a market (or for a commodity) is great 
or small according as the amount demanded increases much or little 
for a given fall in price, and diminishes much or little for a given rise in 
price.’* 
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price. The case of hops is peculiar, so that it need not be treated 
at length. With potatoes, however, a relatively big decrease 
in price would be required to induce an increase of 5 or 10 per 
cent, in normal demand and consumption, and quite a big rise 
in price is required to cause an appreciable decrease in demand 
and consumption. 

The remedy suggested against these fluctuations in prices 
which are caused by changes in yields through variations in 
the seasons is usually that of finding alternative markets for 
surpluses through alternative uses. This remedy, however, is 
not frequently available. When alternative uses necessitate 
the use of plant and equipment (as in the case of use of fruit 
for jams) that cannot be used economically in the treatment of 
surpluses only. Moreover, there are many cases in which even 
the alternative uses of surpluses tend to restrict the original 
market for the fresh product. The real remedies consist in 
the discovery of methods of reducing variations in yields, and 
then in securing the planting of areas sufficient, with average 
yield, to meet the estimate of normal consumption. Thus only 
can prices be kept at or near levels which are fair to producer 
and consumer. Doubtless, the regular producers of hops or 
potatoes gain the profits necessary to secure the continuance of 
the supply. But they gain them irregularly, and in the process 
of guessing at the market and the intentions of other producers 
a minority of the producers lose money and an enormous amount 
of labour and materials are wasted. As regards the discovery 
of methods of reducing variations in yields, it is probable that 
the natural sciences can render to farmers aid of greater financial 
value by making yield more certain than by making production 
cheaper. 

For many of the common products of the farm, especially 
those which meet the primary wants of man, the demand is 
inelastic. For meat and milk the demand shows considerable 
elasticity, but for breadstufis the demand is inelastic. Indeed, 
for wheat for breadmaking the demand is slightly elastic in a 
way quite different from the ordinary case of demand. A 
rise in price beyond the level which is normal for a given period 
may cause an increase in the demand because dearer bread 
reduces consumption of other foodstuffs by the poorer classes 
and thus increases their requirements of bread. But there is 
no other instance of this kind, nor is there likely to be. 

There is also another common case in which prices do not 
regulate production in agriculture : when there are variations 
in supplies due to seasonal changes which are normal from year 
to year. Thus in the case of eggs, the highest point is to be 
found in November or December in any year. During December 
prices fall, though they may harden or rise a little in January. 
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They then continue to fall until April, when the lowest point 
for the year is reached about the middle of the month. After 
+ hat a steady rise begins and is continued until August. A 
sharper rise may begin sometime in August or September and 
will continue until about the end of November. 1 For eggs in 
Welsh markets the variations in 1924 and 1925 can be shown. 


Maximum Variations in the Prices of Welsh Egos, 1924-25. 


1024 


Price 
per dozen 


Per cent. 


1025 


Price 
per dozen 


Per cent. 


Highest —January. 
Lowest —April 
Highest —November 


s. d. 

2 6 | 
0 Hi 
3 6i 


261-28 

100 

363-83 


*. d. 

2 6 
1 1 
3 Si 


230-77 

100 

242-3 


For April the production of eggs irt Wales is estimated at 
about 633 thousand per day, but in November it would not 
be more than 152 thousand. 

The position is similar though not quite so marked in the 
case of butter. Prices of butter in Welsh markets, for instance, 
show more or less regular seasonal movements as follows :— 
From the beginning of March prices decline regularly until 
June, when they invariably touch their lowest point. With a 
slight increase in July, prices advance considerably in August 
and September, and the rise is maintained at a regular, if slower, 
pace to the end of the year. From December the price may 
continue to rise until the middle of February, but sometimes 
weakness or a tendency to start a decline is shown in January 
or February. It will be seen from the figures given below that 
the range of prices is narrower than in the case of eggs. 


Maximum Variations in the Prices of Welsh Butter, 1924-25. 




1924 



1025 



Week ] 
ending 1 

Actual 
Price 
per lb 

Per 

cent. 

l _ 

Week 

ending 

Actual 
Price 
per lb. 

! 

Pei 

cent. 

| 

High 

Lowest . . 1 
High . . 

Fob. 9-16 
Jun. 7-14 
Dec. 31 | 

s. d. 

2 3 

X 6 i 

2 4i 

i 152-11 - 
100 

159 15 | 

Jan. 10 
June 27 

1 Nov. 28 

s. d. 

2 4J 

1 7 

2 2i 

148-7 

100 

139*47 


1 J. Morgan Jones. The Poultry Industry of Wales, pp. 23 -26. Also 
Marketing of Eggs. Economic Senes No. 10, pp. 13-14. 
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The similar position with regard to milk is well known. 
In all these cases periods of low prices coincide with periods of 
easy production and heavy supplies. Here production appears 
to be regulating price, but this is not the case. If any of these 
commodities were produced only in the period of heavy supplies 
and low prices the prices required to secure continuance of 
production would be higher than they are under prevailing 
circumstances. To secure continuance of supplies, prices through¬ 
out the year must be sufficient to cover the necessary costs of 
the normal producer who is producing throughout the year. 
Individual producers whose supplies show variations from those 
which are normal may gain or lose in consequence. Thus the 
egg producer with relative heavy supplies from August to 
February will gain if his total cost per egg is not much higher 
than that of the normal producer. On the other hand, the 
producer with relatively heavy supplies from March to July 
must lose unless his total cost per egg throughout the year is 
much less than that of the normal producer. Similar considera¬ 
tions apply in the case of liquid milk and of butter. 

In all of these cases there are two possible methods of steady¬ 
ing prices to some extent and also of bringing total receipts 
nearer to a remunerative level. 

(а) Changes in methods of primary production tending to 

steady supplies by increasing them in the periods of 
relative shortage and decreasing them in those of 
present surplusage. 

(б) Changes in methods of marketing produce produced in 

“ natural ” periods made possible by storage ; or 

(c) Alternative use of product during periods of heavy 
supplies. 

In the case of eggs the first two methods can be applied, and 
offer some prospect of improvement in the total market condi¬ 
tions. Milk and milk products require the application of all 
three methods for the regulation of the market. The sales 
of liquid milk are heaviest during the period of large supplies 
and low prices. But the increase in consumption does not equal 
the increase in supplies. Therefore supplies of butter, which is 
manufactured to some extent all the year round, are increased. 
These are not necessarily marketed, but they have generally 
been so because methods of preservation reduced quality and 
the gain in price with the cost of storage did not induce general 
regulation of supplies. Cold storage may change this position 
to some extent. But the chief equalizer of the milk and butter 
markets is the alternative use of milk for cheesemaking. There 
are farms on which cheese is made during every month of the 
year, and there are others on which the production of milk is 
directed mainly towards getting the bulk of supplies during the 
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months in which cheese is made most easily. Yet the manufac¬ 
ture of cheese is definitely directed to the equalizing of the 
markets for butter and milk, but especially for liquid milk. 

The effect of these seasonal changes in supplies on the markets 
is not good for the producer. High prices during the periods 
of short supplies have a very restrictive effect on demand. From 
the beginning of December each year there is a small increase 
in production of eggs and this brings with it a fall in price much 
greater than is proportionate to the increased supply. Con¬ 
sumers restrict purchases when prices are high and only slowly 
adjust their requirements to new conditions. Less is known 
in detail about the supplies of butter than of eggs, but there is 
reason to believe that the same principles apply in regard to 
supply, demand and price. On the whole, steady prices which 
bring m a given return on a certain quantity of supplies through¬ 
out all the seasons of tne year tend to create a bigger demand 
than violently fluctuating prices for an equal quantity of goods 
which would yield the same return. Supplies must vary to 
some extent according to seasonal conditions, but it is to the 
producer’s interest to keep prices as steady as may be possible. 
The attempt to steady or equalize supplies may raise the unit 
cost of the commodity throughout the year, but the maintenance 
of steady supplies tends to create a steady demand at a price 
which will adequately cover the extra cost. 

There are other types of seasonal changes in the price of 
one commodity, as the well-known seasonal ^riation in the 
price of wheat. 1 In this case the causes are complex. Heavy 
supplies are marketed during the autumn, when prices are apt 
to be at their low point for the year. But during this period 
the water content of the wheat is said to be high and the flour 
yield to be consequently low. There is also another factor. 
The “ soft ” or “ weak ” English wheat is used for blending, 
and the immediate demands of millers are for only those quan¬ 
tities required in the blends. Some flours for purposes other 
than breadmaking are made wholly or almost wholly of “ weak ” 
wheats. But the main demand for the “ weak ” wheats is for 
blending. In this, English wheat has some competitors and the 
demand for it depends to some extent upon available supplies 
of other “ weak ” wheats. In so far as the seasonal variations 
in prices are caused by changes in the quantities marketed they 
may be reduced to some extent by the actions of producers, 
but variations due to seasonal changes in quality or to seasonal 
changes in demand will always be reflected in prices. 

Another case of seasonal marketing is that of barley, 2 heavy 

1 See Stabilisation Report, pp. 43-47 ; and Report on Agricultural 
Credit, Economic Series No. 8, pp. 17-21. 

* See Report on Agricultural Credit, Economic Series No. 8, p. 17. 
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sales occurring in October, November, and December. Then 
the price is at its highest level for the year because of the quality 
of the product marketed. Here the sale offers are made to 
meet the demands of maltsters, and the heavy marketing at 
the required period probably has a good effect on prices. In 
another but less important case similar conditions are found. 
The bulk of the oats sold off Welsh farms return to other farms 
to be fed to stock, and the bulk of the sales are made in October, 
November, December, January and February. Many of the 
heaviest sales are made in the first three months, when the oats 
are actually required for feeding purposes. When seasonal 
sales are made to meet active demands, as in these cases, the 
effect on prices is good rather than otherwise. 

There are other special causes of changes in prices of com¬ 
modities produced on farms, as in the case of the “ cyclical ” 
fluctuations in prices and numbers of pigs. A treatise would 
be required to deal fully with these fluctuations, but the regularity 
of the changes can easily be seen. 1 The causes suggested are 
largely those of trade optimism and trade pessimism*working 
in the minds of producers. “ High prices stimulate production : 
production is increased until it exceeds demand and prices 
fall. The losses or diminished profit thus brought about lead 
farmers to contract production and prices once more rise. Thus 
a cycle of rising prices and expanding production followed by 
falling prices and contracting production is set up, carrying 
in its train many costly miscalculations and unavoidable losses.” 
The causes assigned are scarcely adequate to the effect, but 
doubtless the difficulty of estimating the future conditions of 
the market for pigs has presented a big obstacle to development 
and has tended to discourage production. 

But the most important changes in prices are those which 
are more or less common to all commodities and have a common 
cause. These are known as changes in general prices , and they 
have their origin in changes in the supply of money in relation 
to the amount of goods which it is required to exchange. An 
increase in the supply of money will cause an increase in prices 
when the supply of goods to be exchanged remains stable. Or 
an increase in the supply of goods while the supply of money 
remains stable will cause a decrease in prices. Thus the in¬ 
creasing supply of silver raised prices in this country in the 
sixteenth century. The discovery of gold in California and 
Australia in the middle of the nineteenth century also caused 
a rise in prices; but shortage in the gold supply after 1874 
caused a fall in prices. A slight increase in prices was again 
caused by increased supplies of gold between 1896 and 1914.* 

1 Stabilisation Report , pp. 22-24. 

1 C. F. Layton. Introduction to the Study of Prices, Chs. 6, 7 and 8. 
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The supply of money, however, is not limited to the supply of 
coin and bullion, nor is it even to be regarded merely as a quantity. 
It is rather to be conceived as the flow of the media by which 
exchange is carried on. The supply of circulating media is 
made up of :— 

(a) The quantity of money (cash and notes) in circulation. 

( b) The rapidity of circulation of cash and notes. 

(c) The amount of bank deposits against which cheques 

may be drawn. 

(d) The average frequency with which deposits are drawn 

upon. 

Thus the supply is made up of a moving volume, of which the 
power is determined by the quantity of things used for making 
exchanges and the rapidity of their movement. 

The total of the exchanges to be made by the supply of 
currency might be called the “ volume of trade ” were it not 
that it includes many transactions not commonly described as 
trade. They include all sales and purchases of goods and 
services, all sales and purchases of property and “ securities,** 
payments of debts and subscriptions and the making of gifts. 
But the chief items are the quantity of goods produced, and 
the number of times they are exchanged between the primary 
producer and the final consumer ; with the quantity of personal 
services which are paid foi. 

The general level of prices is the result of fitting together 
the supply of currency and the volume of transi tions. Without 
suggesting a rigid analogy, an illustration may be attempted. 
The volume of trade or transactions is the channel in which 
the flow of currency runs. If the flow of currency rises while 
the channel remains of the same dimensions the level rises. 
If the channel increases in breadth while the flow of currency 
remains the same the level will fall. But the power of the unit of 
money falls as the level rises, and rises as the level falls. 1 

Several changes in the trend of the general level of prices 
occurred in the last century. From 1820 to about 1850 the 
general trend of prices was downwards, a fall of about 25 per 
cent, in the general level being registered. During this period 
it is probable that agricultural produce suffered less than some 
raw materials of industry, although prices of com fell very 
heavily in certain years. From 1850 to 1870 the trend of 
the level of prices was upwards and the general rise was about 
25 per cent, on the basis of the years immediately preceding 
1850. But potatoes did not share*this increase, and wheat 
did not share to the full extent, showing a rise of only about 
6 per cent. On the other hand, mutton and wool, butter and 

1 But a good textbook like Layton’s Introduction to the Study of Prices 
or Irving Fisher's Purchasing Power of Money should be consulted. 
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beef showed much more than the average rise. Yet, while 
prices were falling between 1875 and 1896, wool showed a decline 
of 50 per cent, when the general decline was 40 per cent., while 
butter, beef and mutton showed less than the average fall. 
Wheat again showed a fall greater than the average, and when 
general prices rose again after 1896 wheat showed a smaller 
rise than that in the general level. Prices of barley and oats 
kept fairly near to the general level during the last century, 
but those of wheat suffered for 50 years before the War. The 
following comparison is interesting. 

Changes in Prices between— 



1845-50 

1871-75 

1804-08 


and 

and 

and 


1871-75 

1804-98 

1906-10 


Per cent. 

Per cent. 

Per cent. 

General Level of Prices 

+ 25 

- 40 

+ 25 

Wheat . 

+ 6 

- 51 

+ 17 

Barley . 

+ 25 

- 39 

*+ 4 

Oats . 

+ 24 

- 38 

+ 11 

Mutton . 

+ 34 

- 25 

+ 16 

Wool. . . 

+ 70 

- 50 

+ 16 

Beef . . . 

+ 55 

- 29 

+ 16 

Butter . 

+ 40 

- 25 

+ 17 

Potatoes . 

i +1 

- 39 

+ 4 


The distinguishing feature of the general rise in prices from 
J896 onwards was that on the whole agricultural produce, 
especially such as can be produced in Great Britain, took only 
a very small share in it. Wheat did very well in the period, 
but it started from a very low level in the years 1894-98, and 
its parity of value was still very low. On the other hand, 
potatoes again showed a poor correspondence vith the general 
price movement. 

These two commodities show somewhat similar relations to 
the general price level under totally different circumstances. 
The bulk of the supply of potatoes was always produced in 
our own country, but the purchasing power of potatoes was 
falling from 1850 onwards, probably as a result of improving 
methods and increasing yields on our own farms. The purchasing 
power of wheat was also falling, even when wheat-consuming 
populations were increasing in numbers. This was partly the 
result of decreasing costs of production in the main exporting 
area; but also partly because the increasing populations did 
not have an altogether proportionate effect on demand. With 
falling prices after 1874 the real wages of manual workers were 
rising, and the increased purchasing power of their cash wages 
enabled them to increase their consumption of meat and other 
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foods with some resulting restriction of the demand for bread 
in relation to the number of the population. The result is 
shown in the high purchasing power of beef and mutton from 
1850 onwards. 

Although the general level of prices was changing from 
time to time and the price of every commodity was affected by 
monetary conditions, the price of each was affected in varying 
degrees, because of the special causes operating on the particular 
demand or supply. And the price of every commodity in relation 
to the general price level, i.e., its purchasing power, together 
with certain influences operating on cost of production, regulated 
the production in this country. There is now no opportunity 
of dealing with changes in costs of production of different com¬ 
modities, but the relation between prices or purchasing power 
and production are indicated by the well-known decline in 
acreage and production of wheat and the equally well-known 
maintenance and even increase of the cattle population. 1 

The price movements during the War period are within 
common experience, but an illustration of the dependence of 
prices on currency and trade may be useful. 


Comparison of Production of Certain Goods in Certain Countries, 

1913-1919. 

1910-14 - 100. 


Wheat . . 99-3 

Barley . . 104 

Oats .... 97 

Maize 105 

Wool ... 92 

Sugar ... 96 

Coal, 1913 -= 100 . 79-4 

Pig Iron „ . 75 

Stool „ . 80 


During this period the changes in currency and prices in 
tho United Kingdom were as follows :— 


1913 - 100. 

Currency of all kinds 
Wholesale Prices . 
Retail Prices of Food 


August, 1910 
. 244 

. 257 

. 217 ■ 


Thus with a slight deficiency in production and trade as 
indicated by the figures for production, wholesale prices show 
an increase slightly greater than that in currency. It is not 
suggested that no other factors were involved or that the eorre- 

1 See " Memorandum on the Decline of British Agriculture between 
1874 and 1896 ” and pp. 21-39, Stabilisation Report. 

* See Statements of Production , Price Movements and Currency Expan¬ 
sion in Certain Countries. Cmd. 434, 1919. 
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spondence in movement will inevitably be so close, and these 
figures are merely illustrative. 

But again individual farm products were affected in different 
degrees by changes in prices. Making a comparison by the 
Sauerbeck Index Numbers as before, the following figures indi¬ 
cate the approximate changes, including the War and post-War 
movements. 


General Price Level 

Changes between 
10X1-13 and 1023-24 
Per cent. 

. + 66 

English Wheat 

4 - 39 

Barley 

+ 41 

Oats . 

4 - 37 

Beef . 

+ 54 

Mutton 

+ 61 

Butter 

4 60 

Wool 

1- 41 

Potatoes 

i 70 


Thus comparing the two post-War years with the* earlier 
period all the cereals are losing some purchasing power, and 
prices of both barley and oats are showing less than their usual 
correspondence with movements in general prices. On the other 
hand, prices of the meats were still keeping near their usual 
correspondence with general movements. 

Changes in prices which are common to all commodities, 
or, in other words, changes in the purchasing power of money, 
have general effects which are important. A rise in general 
price level or a fall in the purchasing power of money gives a 
financial advantage to debtors and puts creditors at a disadvan¬ 
tage. An increase in the purchasing power of money or a fall in 
the general price-level gives a financial advantage to creditors and 
puts debtors at a disadvantage. In the one case debtors pay 
less in values, and in the other they pay more in values than 
they expected to pay when the purchase or the contract was 
made. This applies not only to debtors in the ordinary sense, 
but to all those who are concerned in long-term contracts. Thus 
a mortgagee suffers from a rise in prices which diminishes the 
values (of goods and/or services) which will be commanded by 
the fixed payment in money under the mortgage. While the 
mortgagor gains relative advantages with the rising price level, 
he will suffer when the level is falling. Hence the financial 
difficulties in which many new owner-occupiers with heavily 
mortaged farms found themselves after the “slump ” of 1921. 
Similarly in long term contracts for rent, whether the long term 
is determined by actual contract as by the “ long lease ” or by 
custom as in the case of the “ lease from year to year,” the 
landowner will suffer from a rise in general prices when rents 
have been fixed on the basis of the lower price level. The 
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disadvantage thus suffered may continue for some years either 
by the terms of the contract or the force of custom. On the 
other hand, any advantage which may be gained when general 
prices fall after rents have been fixed on the basis of a higher 
price level tends, because of the force of custom and farmers* 
opinion, to be of temporary duration only. 1 

But as prices have a regulatory effect on production, a rise 
in the general price-level tends to stimulate production, while 
a fall in the price-level tends to restrict production. This is 
not only because of the “ lag between incurring of costs and 
the receipt of prices but also because of the effect of rising or 
falling prices on the minds of producers. A rising price-level 
tends to create optimism and enterprise, while a falling one 
tends to create pessimism and caution even if it does not give 
rise to fear and cause the cessation of constructive activity. 
Agriculture is as much subject to these influences as any other 
industry. But general production can increase with rising 
prices only when labour and raw materials are available, and 
during the War, for instance, supplies of labour and raw materials 
for ordinary trade production were limited. And at all times 
of rising or falling prices the production of each commodity 
will be subject to the particular influences affecting its demand 
or its supply. A fairly stable level of prices may be maintain¬ 
able by control of the issue of currency and credit, at least on 
an international system, 2 but the steadiest pri^e level will not 

1 Tho " economic lag ” m farming, and some of the effects of rising 
and falling pricos have boen ably illustrated by Mr. C. Dampier Whotham 
(This Journal , “The Economics of Agriculture, otc ,** Vol 85, 1924) 
But the method of estimating the lag by " costing ” tends to exaggerate 
the effect of a change in prices when general prices are falling, because 
the actual transaction m cash tends to occur later m time than the making 
of the book entry. It also tends to dimmish the actual advantage offered 
by the “ lag ” when general prices are rising for the same reason. The 
length of the “ lag ” and the relative advantage or disadvantage of a 
rising or falling price lovol to farmors on different typos of farms is better 
measured by tho relation of annual “ turnover ” to capital and by 
profits rather than by tho theoretical method of cost accounting. In the 
extreme case, the Welsh dairy farm, where tho theoretical “ lag " would 
be about six months, may have a much shorter actual ** lag ' The 
farmer sometimes pays wages only once a year, and at most twice. Rent 
may be paid half-yearly, but even so will be paid two months aftei it is 
theoretically due. Purchases of feeding stuffs may be small, and may 
be paid for three months or more after purchase and use. Indeed, very 
considerable receipts may be obtained before any money is expended, 
except that of the original investment m fetock and equipment. Where 
the “ cost ” of feeding stuffs or labour is entered weekly or monthly the 
“ lag ” is to some extent fictitious unless the book-entry corresponds 
to an actual cash transaction of the same date. 

a For the exposition of methods of stabilising prices, see Monetary 
Reconstruction, by R G. Hawtrey; and for discussion, A Tract on Monetary 
Reform, by J. M. Koynes. 
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suffice for the equal maintenance or development of the many 
branches of the composite group of industries which is described 
as “ agriculture.** A stable price-level is desirable, but within 
a stable price-level any regulation or encouragement of a par¬ 
ticular line of production will have to be pursued by methods 
adapted to the conditions of demand and supply of the individual 
product. 

A. W. Ashby. 

Agricultural Economics Department, 

University College, 

Aberystwyth. 


SILAGE FEEDING EXPERIMENTS. 

The great interest taken in silage at the present time lenders it 
desirable that more information should be available with regard 
to its value as a foodstuff for cattle. In order to investigate 
this subject further, experiments were conducted on farms in 
East Suffolk during the years 1924 and 1925, a grant being made 
by the Research Committee of the Royal Agricultural Society 
to the East Suffolk Education Committee for this purpose. 

The experiment was the outcome of a suggestion by Sir 
Daniel Hall who, in his paper read before the Farmers* Club 
in London, in March, 1923, pointed out that a number of feeding 
experiments have shown that cows do specially well on silage, 
but that further investigation was needed designed on rather 
different lines. “ Silage,** said Sir Daniel, “ is deficient in carbo¬ 
hydrates ; we want, therefore, to be told the amount of silage 
and some cheap carbo-hydrate like barley meal, maize, or 
molasses, which will constitute the true equivalent to a stone 
of mangolds in a ration.*’ 

Sir Daniel Hall subsequently pointed out that mangolds, in 
the main, supply carbo-hydrates, whilst silage is a more dis¬ 
tinctly protein food. He suggested that a ration should be 
tried in which the deficiency in carbo-hydrates of the silage was 
balanced by the addition of a carbo-hydrate food, such as barley, 
oats or molasses, whilst a reduction might be effected in the 
cake, because of the proteins available in the silage. 

The first experiment was conducted in the early months of 
1924 on two farms (Searson’s and Blofield Hall) occupied by 
Messrs. C. C. Smith & Sons. The cows were selected from the 
herds on these two farms, and were placed at the disposal of 
the Committee free of charge by Messrs. Smith, who also provided 
all cattle food necessary. 
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The food given to the cows and the milk produced were 
weighed by Mr. Eric Rea. 

Mr. E. T. Hainan, of the School of Agriculture, Cambridge, 
kindly assisted in drawing up the feeding ration, taking into 
consideration the then recent work upon the composition of 
silage at Cambridge by Messrs. Amos and Woodman. 



Starch 

Digestible 


Equivalent 

Protein 

Silage Ration for 1,200 lb. cow giving 1 gallon 
of milk daily: 



32 lb. Silage. 

3 84 

80 

10 „ Straw Chaff 

1 70 

07 

tt.e. Carbo-hydrate foods 



14 „ Mangolds . | (to balance the defici- 

98 

07 

4 „ Crushed Oats ency of Silage m Carbo- 

2 80 

32 

1 hydrates) 




9 32 

1 26 

Root Ration for comparison: 



56 lb. Mangolds . 

3 92 

28 

7 „ Clover Hay . 

2 24 

•35 

10 ,, Straw Chaff 

1 70 

•07 

1£ „ Earthnut Cake (decorticated) 

1 10 

•615 


8 96 | 

1 315 


The earthnut cake was used to balance the deficiency of 
roots in protein. Clover hay was used, as no meadow hay was 
available. 

The figures taken for the composition of silage were, in Mr. 
Hainan’s opinion, more reliable than the standard analyses given 
elsewhere. They assume a considerably higher content of diges¬ 
tible protein (2*5 per cent) for silage than has often been taken. 
The result of this was that a smaller quantity of silage was 
assumed to contain the necessary digestible protein than would 
have been the case had certain othei figures been used. 

Professor T. B. Wood 1 gives green fruity silage made from 
vetches and oats as containing an average of 34 per cent, total 
protein, 2*2 per cent, of crude digestible protein, and 1*1 per 
cent, of pure digestible protein. 

The Report of the Departmental Committee on Rationing of 
Dairy Cows, published in 1925 by the Ministry of Agriculture, 
also gives these figures, and in addition a figure called protein 
equivalent, which is an average of the digestible true protein 

1 Rations for Live Stock . Ministry of Agriculture Miscellaneous Pub¬ 
lications, No. 32. Fourth Edition. 
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and the digestible crude protein. This figure is intended to be 
used as the protein standard in working out rations for cows. 
In the case of green fruity silage made from vetches and oats, 
the protein equivalent is given as 1*6 per cent. 

None of these figures were available at the time the experi¬ 
ment was started. 

An average sample of the silage at both farms was taken 
and analysed by Mr. A. J. Codling, of the School of Agriculture, 
Cambridge. The following result was obtained :— 



No. 1 

| Searson’s Farm | 

No. 2 

Blofleld Hall 

Wator . 

| 

.t 71-00 

77 1 

Fat ... 

. . 1-26 | 

1-07 

Albuminoids, i.e. 
Protoins 

Total Crude 

. 3-32 | 

3-07 

Carbo-hydrates . 

. . . 11-04 1 

7-84 

Fibre .... 

10 21 , 

9-31 

Ash .... 

.... 2 57 

2-11 


100-00 | 

100 00 


In this connection it should be noted that Mr. V. C. Fish- 
wick, in an account of feeding trials with silage conducted at 
the South-Eastern Agricultural College, Wye, Kent, 1 stated that 
the composition of oat and tare silage was found to vary con¬ 
siderably, not only from year to year, but in samples taken at 
different heights in the silo. This information was not available 
at the time the experiment was started. 

The silage was of good average quality, but not quite up 
to the standard of green fruity silage. It was made from an 
autumn-sown crop, the mixture sown consisting of :— 

1 bushel of Winter Oats. 

1 „ „ „ VetcheR. 

1 „ „ „ Beans. 

The proportion of beans in the silage was not very large. 
The crop was put into a wooden stave silo when the oats were 
in the milky stage, and the vetches had small seeds in the pods. 
The green material was chaffed at the time of filling the silo, 
but sometimes it was found that the stems of the oats were not 
well cut up, and when this was the case the cows were inclined 
to reject them. 

1 Journal, Ministry of Agriculture, April, 1924. 
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For each additional gallon of milk after the first, lb. per 
gallon of a mixture of equal parts of dried grains, bean meal 
and crushed oats was fed. The total daily weight of concen¬ 
trated food (or the additional production ration) was kept the 
same for both lots of cows. 

As will be seen from the above, the object of the experiment, 
stated briefly, was to compare a ration based mainly upon silage 
with one chiefly based upon roots. In both cases an attempt 
was made so to adjust the rations as to contain approximately 
equal quantities of digestible protein and to have an approxi¬ 
mately equal starch equivalent. 

Preliminary work connected with the experiment commenced 
at Searson’s Farm, Trimley, on January 1,1924. Twelve cows 
were selected, and divided into two lots of 6, yielding approxim¬ 
ately the same amount of milk daily. The cows varied somewhat 
in size, but the two lots were about equal in this respect. The 
selected cows consisted of 8 Friesian and 4 cross-breds, and most 
of them had had 3 or 4 calves. They were housed in a large 
modem cow-house, well lighted and ventilated, and they re¬ 
mained in the cow-house at night, but were turned out on to 
a bare pasture, somewhat exposed to the wind, from 9 a.m. to 
11 a.m. They were fed three times daily, i.e. at 5.30 a.m., 
11 a.m. and 4 p.m. They were watered at 9 a.m. and 3.30 p.m., 
and milked at 5.30 a.m. and 2 p.m. 

Ig was found that the quantity of chaff the ration was 
more than the cows could eat; this was in consequence reduced 
to 7 lb. daily. The revised rations fed from the commence¬ 
ment to the end of the actual experiment, for maintenance and 
1 gallon of milk, taking the high figure for digestible protein 
in the silage, were :— 



Starch Equivalent 

Digestible Protein 

Silage Hatton : 



32 lb. Silage. 

3-84 

•80 

7 „ Straw Chaff . . . ' 

119 

•05 

14 „ Mangolds . 

•98 

•07 

4 „ Crushed Oats .... 

2 80 

•32 


8-81 

1-24 

Hoot Ration : 



56 lb. Mangolds .... i 

• 3-92 

•28 

7 „ Clover Hay .... 

2-24 

•35 

7 „ Straw Chaff .... 

1*19 

•05 

1J „ Earthnut Cake (decorti¬ 



cated ... ... 

110 

•615 


8-45 

1 295 
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General Observations made during the Experimental 

Period. 

After the preliminary period, the actual experiment com¬ 
menced on January 13. During the first week the cows fed 
upon silage “ nosed out ” the mangolds from their rations first; 
later they appeared to take the food better and there was no 
waste. In the third week of the test it was noticed that the 
cows of both lots cleared up the food eagerly and appeared to 
desire more, and commenced to eat their bedding. In the fourth 
week (February 3 to 10) the weather turned suddenly colder 
and a sharp fall of the milk yield followed. 

At the end of the fourth week the rations were changed over, 
the cows formerly receiving the roots ration being given the 
silage ration, and vice versa. No trouble was experienced owing 
to the sudden change of food; the weather was cold and the 
cows hungry. In view of this it was decided to increase the 
maintenance ration of both lots by 5 lb. of clover hay per cow 
per day. This was eaten eagerly and appeared to make the 
animals more satisfied. Owing to the fall of milk yield the 
ration of concentrated foods for production was reduced with 
both lots to 36 lb. for the 6 cows for the second month of the 
experiment. 

The weather continued very cold during most of February, 
but during the last week of the experiment it improved, when 
the cows of both lots rejected a little chaff, whilst the silage 
cows also rejected a little silage where it was not very completely 
chaffed. The most severe spell of weather was between Febru¬ 
ary 7 and March 3, and this had a very adverse effect upon the 
milk yield. All through the experiment it was noted that cold 
winds caused a sudden temporary drop in milk, while corre¬ 
sponding recoveries were made on mild days. 


Condition of Cows before and after Experiment. 

At the end of the experiment none of the cows had appre¬ 
ciably altered in condition, all having maintained their flesh 
fairly well. 


Butter Fat Tests. 

The milk was sampled twice during the experiment—once 
in each period—and tested at the School of Agriculture, Cam¬ 
bridge. The results, giving the average of the evening and 
morning tests, are given in Table I. 
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Summary of Results of the Experiment. 


Roots Ration. 

Lot I. January 13 to February 10 (4 weeks) 
Lot II. February 17 to March 16 (4 weeks) 

Total Roots Ration (8 weeks) 


Milk in lb. 
. 4,553 

. 4,157 

. 8,710 


Silage Ration. 

Lot II. January 13 to February 10 weeks) 4,334 

Lot I. February 17 to March 16 (4 weeks) . 3,927 

Total Silage Ration (8 weeks) .... 8,261 

Advantage in favour of Roots Ration, i.e. 5 1 j>er cent , 449 lb. 

Professor T. B. Wood was consulted as to whether this 
difference could be regarded as significant, and he has also 
obtained Mr. Udney Yule’s opinion on the question. He writes 
as follows:— 

“ I find that the probable error of the weekly averages of 
the two root periods is 1-27 per cent, and of the two silage 
periods 1-34 per cent. The probable error of the difference is 
therefore 1*8 per cent. The difference between the two is 5*1 per 
cent., which is nearly three times its probable error. This means 
that the chances are at least 30 to 1 that tic, difference you 
record is really significant. 

“ In working out the probable errors, no account was taken 
of the fact that a progressive fall in the milk yield was to be 
expected and actually took place. If this were allowed for the 
probable error would come considerably smaller, and this would 
increase the chances that your result is really significant to 
something like 50 to I instead of 30 to 1. 

“ Mr. Yule and I have discussed the figures together, and 
we are both of opinion that the difference you record is certainly 
significant.” 

The writer also discussed the results with Mr. James Mackin¬ 
tosh, of the National Institute of Research in Dairying, and he 
wrote as follows :— 

M Two points strike me in connection with these experiments. 
The first is that you assumed rather too high a percentage of 
digestible albuminoids in the silage. £lad you taken a digestible 
percentage of 1*5 per cent, or even 2 0 per cent,, probably the 
results would have been less in favour of the roots. The second 
point is that the root ration contains clover hay, whereas the 
silage ration does not. This may have contributed to the better 
results obtained from the root ration.” 
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Conclusions. 

I. The experiment confirms the results of former tests con¬ 
ducted by the writer and others, in showing the complete 
suitability of silage for milk production. 

II. It will be remembered that the principal object of the 
experiment was to compare a ration based mainly upon silage 
with one chiefly based on roots. In both cases an attempt was 
made so to adjust the rations as to contain approximately equal 
quantities of digestible protein and to have approximate equal 
starch equivalent. The results obtained show that roughly 5 per 
cent, more milk was given by the cows upon the roots ration, 
and this is regarded by Professor Wood and Mr. Udney Yule as 
a significant difference. Evidently, therefore, the root ration, 
as actually fed, must be regarded as slightly superior to the silage 
ration for milk production. 

The composition of silage undoubtedly varies very much, 
and the original figure taken for digestible protein (2*5 per cent.) 
seems to have been much too high for the actual silage fed in 
this experiment. If this surmise is correct, a larger quantity of 
silage would have been necessary to equalise the rations. This 
view is confirmed by the figures previously referred to (see 
p. 113). 

III. The combination of silage with carbo-hydrate foods— 
crushed oats and a small quantity of mangolds—proved to be 
a sound method of feeding. This raises the important question 
of the extent to which, by using a fairly heavy ration of silage 
(to reduce the quantity of concentrated foods rich in albuminoids, 
fed) with a fairly heavy ration of roots (which are frequently the 
cheapest carbo-hydrate food available), it might be possible to 
devise a ration which would involve the feeding of very little 
concentrated foods for tho first two gallons of milk. This point 
seems of great importance in view of the urgent necessity of 
feeding dairy cows in the cheapest possible way and at the same 
time giving them an ample supply of the necessary food materials 
required for the manufacture of milk. 

IV. The evident hunger of the cows during periods of cold 
weather, although they were receiving a ration which is gener¬ 
ally accepted as sufficient for maintenance and production, 
seems to indicate that the maintenance ration should be increased 
in bad weather. 
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TABLE I. 

Sear8ori*8 Farm , Trimley. 

Lot I. 


Roots 


Silage 


Name of Cow 

Total Yield for First Total Yield for Second 

Periou in lb of Milk l Period in lb. of Milk 


Searson’s Primula 

Bessie ... . . 

Rose . ... 

Princess 

Spot 

Ongar Lily 

Total 

Average percentage of 
butter fat, evening and 
morning on date of sam¬ 
pling . 

Lot II. 


888* 

701* 

9°5* 

806f 

760* 1 

642* 

749* 

674* 

605* 

596 

584 I 

506* 

4,553* 

3,927 


3-35 3-94 


Silage Roots 


Name of Cow 

Total Yield for First 1 Total Yield for Second 
Period in lb of Milk ■ Period in lb. of Milk 


Horney ... 
Mmorva .... 
Dindy ... . 

Ella. 

Prorrock Primula 
Helner. 

Total 

Average percentage of 
butter fat, ovoning and 
morning on date of 
sampling .... 


i 


694 

536* 

861* 

855* 

661* 

636* 

503* 

454* 

1,187* 

1,165* 

526* 

509 

4,334$ 

4,157* 


3-60 3-69 


The second experiment, conducted at Blofield Hall, Tiimley, 
was a duplicate of that at Searson’s Farm. It was commenced 
on January 28,1924. All the cows were cross-bred non-pedigree 
animals of Lincoln Red Shorthorn type. They were very uniform 
in character. Twelve cows were taken and were divided into 
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two lots, each lot consisting of 4 cows and 2 heifers They were 
not so advanced m their lactation periods as those at Searson’s, 
three having calved within a month previous to the commence¬ 
ment of the experiment 

The farm at Blofield lies in a shelteied hollow a few 
hundred yards from feearson’s Farm, and it was possible 
for Mr Eric Rea to feed the cows and weigh the milk at 
both farms, owmg to slightly different times of feeding and 
milking 

Exactly the same rations were fed as at Scarson’s Farm, 
with the exception that the silage came from a different silo, 
until towards the end of the experiment Additional conccn 
trated foods were fed as at Searson’s Farm, le 4£ lb of a mix¬ 
ture of equal parts of dried grains, crushed oats and bean meals, 
per gallon of milk over 1 gallon Each lot of 6 cows received 
60 lb daily of this mixture m the first part of the experi¬ 
ment 

Unfortunately the milk yield of several cows of Lot I (re¬ 
ceiving roots) was adversely affected during the first weeks of 
the trial by illness (chills, and m one case impaction of 
the rumen) and an accident On February 24 the foods were 
changed over, Lot I now bemg given the silage ration and 
Lot II bemg given the roots ration The change was made 
suddenly, but the cows took to the food, the weather bemg very 
cold 

On February 24 an extra maintenance ration of 5 lb of 
clover hay was added to each ration, as at Scarson’s Farm, 
although the cows at Blofield did not show the same symptoms 
of underfeeding as at Searson’s At the same time the allowance 
of extra concentrated foods was reduced by 1 lb per head 
owmg to fall m yield of milk 

On March 7 there was a sudden depreciation m quality of 
the silage at Blofield It was sour, and the cows rejected much 
of it This was owmg to reachmg the end of last season’s 
supply and commg on to an older sample placed m the silo m 
1922, the bad quality silage being at the junction of the two 
lots The following day it was decided to brmg silage from 
Searson’s 

The unfortunate senes of accidents which affected the cows 
in Lot I made the results from that lot quite unreliable No 
fewer than five of them were affected to such an extent at van- 
ous penods of the expenment, that portions of their records 
had to be disregarded They were affected both when on roots 
and on silage Lot II were strangely immune, but owmg to the 
fact that their lactation became more advanced, and also that 
during the second periods of the expenment they received an 
additional 5 lb of clover hay for maintenance, but 1 lb less 



121 


Silage Feeding Experiments . 

concentrated food daily, it is difficult to deduce any very 
definite conclusions from the results, which are given in 
Table II. 


TABLE II.—1924. 

Blojield HaUy Trimley . 

Lot I. Results unreliable owing to illness of cows. 
Lot IT. 


Silage 


H imr of Cow 


Total Yield for First Total Yield for Second 
Period of 4 weeks in lb of Period of 4 wieks in 11> of 
Milk Milk 


Molly 

Hilda 

Jessie 


Ivy . 


Rose 


Peggy 


Jan 27-Feb 24 
1,0722 
695} 

1,206} 

493} 

1,220 

816} 


Mar 2-Mar. 30 
1,105 
720 
1,250} 

486} 

1,278} 

830} 


Total 5,504} 5,670} 

Average percentage of 
butter fat, evening and 
morning on date of 

sampling .... 3 83 3 78 

During tho first three months of 1925 a further experiment 
was conducted with a view to ascertaining whether, by using 
considerable quantities of both roots and silage, a ration could 
be drafted which would obviate the necessity of using much 
concentrated foods for the first 1J gallons of milk. It was con¬ 
sidered that if such a ration were found successful, it would 
quite appreciably reduce the quantity of concentrated foods 
necessary, and under normal circumstances would also reduce 
the cost of milk production. 

In this case the experiment was conducted on the farm of 
Mr. H. 6. Smith-Rowse, of Nettlestead Chase, Ipswich, Mr. 
G. A. M. Reed acting as local supervisor. Mr. Smith-Rowse 
wished the cows fed upon roots to receive a generous allowance, 
and to meet his views the following was decided upon as a 
“ Roots ” ration :— 
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“Roots ” Ration fob Maintenance and 1} Gallons of Milk. 


Starch Equivalent Digestible Protein 


80 lb. Mangolds. 

5-6 

•40 

10 „ Lucerne Hay 

2-5 

•70 

1 „ Decorticated Cotton Meal . 

•73 

•41 

1 „ Beans. 

•66 

•19 

1 „ Oats. 

•60 

•08 


10-09 

1-78 


The silage and roots ration for maintenance and 1| gallons 
of milk was as follows :— 


Starch Equivalent Digestible Protein 


21 lb. Mangolds. 147 

50 „ Silage. 6*00 

7 „ Lucerne Hay .... 1*75 

1 „ Decorticated Cotton Meal . *73 


•It) 

•74 

•49 

•41 


9-95 


1-74 


As far as could be arranged, the two rations were practically 
equal in composition. The silage ration, including as it did 
some mangolds, provided the necessary carbo-hydrates and also 
rendered necessary the inclusion of very little concentrated food. 
A sample of the silage was analysed at the School of Agriculture, 
Cambridge, with the following results :— 


Moisture ...... 

Per cent. 

. 74-00 

Oil (ether extract) 

2-07 

Albuminoids (total crude protein) 

443 

Carbo-hydrates .... 

940 

Fibre ...... 

8-23 

Ash. 

1-87 


100-00 


The mixture sown from which the silage was made was:— 

1 bushel Winter Beans. 

1} „ Tares. 

$ „ Winter Oats. 

The total composition of the silage was very similar to that 
of the average sample given by Mr. James Mackintosh. 1 It 

1 The Feeding of Dairy Cows . National Institute for Research in 
Dairying. 








123 


Silage Feeding Experiments . 


was, therefore, decided to take the digestible composition also 
from Mr. Mackintosh’s tables. A percentage of digestible pro¬ 
tein of 1£ per cent., and a starch equivalent of 12 per cent, was, 
therefore, assumed. 

The contrast between the rations was:— 


69 lb. Roots (mangolds) 
3 lb. Lucerne Hay 
1 lb. Bean Meal 
1 lb. Crushed Oats 



60 

(47i) 



99 


As Lot I only consumed on an average 45 lb. silage per day 
during the second period, the real contrast is between the roots, 
hay and concentrated foods given above, and 474 lb. of silage, 
not 50 lb. 

For each additional gallon of milk after the first 1J gallons, 
3£ lb. per gallon of mixture of 2 lb. bean meal and 1£ lb. crushed 
oats was fed. The total weight of additional concentrated food 
(i.e. the additional production ration) was the same for both 
lots of cows. 

Preliminary work connected with the experiment commenced 
on January 9, 1925. Twelve cows were selected and divided 
into two lots of 6, yielding approximately the same amount of 
milk daily. The cows in both lots were of an average size. The 
twelve cows selected consisted of 9 pedigree and 3 non-pedigree 
Dairy Shorthorns. Seven of the cows had had 4 or 5 calves, 
the remaining 5 were young cows having had ’ or 2 calves. 

After the preliminary period, the actual experiment com¬ 
menced on January 18. By this time the cows had taken to 
the rations quite well and cleared up the food nicely, except 
for a few hard stalks of the Lucerne hay. The weather was 
quite favourable during the first period of the experiment. 

At the end of the fourth week the rations were gradually 
changed over, the cows formerly receiving silage being given 
roots, and vice versa. Some trouble was experienced in changing 
the ration from roots to silage. Some of the cows would not 
take to the silage for several days, and there was a heavy fall 
in the milk yield of one cow (Duchess) which was not recovered 
—due probably to stomach trouble. This cow scoured through 
both periods of the experiment on both roots and silage. The 
change from silage to roots was taken quite well, and there 
was no marked fall in the milk yield due to the change of 
food. 

The fall in milk yields was not s6 heavy as to necessitate 
adjusting the concentrated food for production at the end of 
the first period. During the second period some cows of Lot I 
would not clear up all the silage. Those cows leaving the most 
silage were those which fell heavily in milk yields. The weather 
was very severe during the ninth week, March 8 to 15. The 
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yields, however, were affected but very slightly. The cows 
seemed quite satisfied, and no extra food was given them. 

During the last week of the experiment the weather im¬ 
proved, and some of the cows rejected a little hay and more 
silage. The silage was a little stronger in smell during the last 
week, probably owing to the fact that it was coming from near 
the bottom of the silo. 

At the end of the experiment none of the cows had appar¬ 
ently altered in condition, having maintained their flesh well. 

The silage was of average quality, the proportion of beans 
in it being very small. In some parts of the field the tares did 
not do so well, and there were too many oats in the silage. The 
crop was put into a steel silo when the oats were in the milky 
stage and the tares had small seeds in the pods. The green 
material was chaffed at the time of filling the silo, and the stems 
of the oats were not well cut up. This may partly account for 
the cows not eating the silage well. 

The Lucerne hay was somewhat stalky owing to the fact 
that the weather during early June, 1924, was very wet, and 
cutting had to be delayed until the weather improved. 

The mangolds were Red Intermediates, and were cut up and 
mixed with the silage in the silage ration, and in the root ration 
three parts were cut, and the other part fed whole. 

During the second period of the experiment, an average of 
5-3 lb. of silage was rejected by the cows of Lot I, the quantity 
varying from 13*3 lb. per day in the case of Duchess, and 11*4 lb. 
ifi the case of Red Nell, to none in the case of Bounce. The 
silage rejected by each cow was weighed daily. 

It is worthy of note that the food offered to Red Nell daily, 
including concentrates, contained about 27 lb. of dry matter. 
Of this she rejected silage containing about 3 lb. of dry matter, 
so that the food she actually consumed daily contained about 
24 lb. of dry matter. 


Results of the Experiment . 

Roots Ration. 

Milk in lb. 

Lot I. January 18 to February 15 (4 weeks) . 4,8144 

Lot II. February 22 to March 22 (4 weeks) 4,482| 

Total Roots Ration (8 weeks) .... 9,297£ 

Silage Ration. 

Lot II. January 18 to February 15 (4 weeks) . 4,8G8J 

Lot 1. February 22 to March 22 (4 weeks) 3,982 

Total Silage Ration (8 weeks) .... 8,850£ 


Advantage m favour of Roots, t.e. 4*8 per cent., 447 lb. 
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As pre\ iously noted, one cow (Duchess) was inclined to scour 
throughout the whole experiment. On changing from roots to 
silage her drop in yield of milk was very heavy—60 lb. in one 
week. This cow also rejected a considerable quantity of her 
silage—an average of 13’3 lb. daily. If this cow be eliminated, 
we get the following results :— 

Roots Ration. 

Milk in lb. 

Lot I. January 18 to February 15 (4- weeks) . 3,735J 5 oows. 

Lot II. February 22 to Marcli 22 (4 weeks) . . 4,482j 0 

Total Roots Ration (8 weeks) .... 8,218J 


Silage and Roots Ration. 

Lot II. January 18 to February 15 (4 weeks) . 4,868i 9 cows. 

Lot I. February 22 to March 22 (4 weeks) . . 3,1994 5 „ 

Total Silage Ration (8 weeks) .... 8,068 

Advantage in favour of Roots, Lc. 1*8 per cent., 150 lb. 


If Red Nell, the other cow in Lot I which rejected consider¬ 
able quantities of silage, be left out, the result is still further 


affected :— 

Roots Ration. 

Milk In lb 

Lot 1. January 18 to February 15 (4 weeks) . 2,855 4 cows. 

Lot 11. February 22 to March 22 (4 weeks) . . 4,482$ 6 „ 

Total. 7,337J 

Silage and Roots Ration. 

Lot II. January 18 to February 15 (4 weeks) . 4,868J 6 cows. 

Lot 1. February 22 to March 22 (4 weeks) . 2,471 J 4 „ 

Total.7,340 


It appears reasonable to conclude from this that in the case 
of the ten cows which liked the silage and ate it well, the loots 
and the silage-plus-roots rations were practically equal in value 
for milk production, but that in the case of the two cows which 
did not eat the silage well, the roots ration was decidedly 
superior. 
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TABLE in. 

NetUestead Chase, 1926. 

Yields of Milk of Cows under Experiment. 

Lot I. 



Roots 

Silage and Roots 

Name of Cow 

Total Yield for First 

Total Yield for Second 


Period of 4 Weeks in lb. of 

Period of 4 Weeks in lb. of 


Milk 

Milk 

Duchess .... 

1,078} 

782} 

Bounce. 

885} 

777* 

Red Nell .... 

880} 

1 727} 

N. Jewell .... 

678 

1 599} 

N. Heather 

788} 

, 676* 

N. Elegance 

603 

' 417} 

Total . . 

4,814i 

3,982 


Lot H. 



Total Yield for First 

Total Yield for Second 

Name of Cow 

Period of 4 Weeks In lb. of 

Period of 4 Weeks in lb. of 


Milk 

Milk 

Ivy .... 

. . 1,047} 

913} 

Myrtle .... 

. . * 1,148} 

1,048} 

Princess 

. . 819} 

772} 

Melody .... 

. . 629} 

601} 

N. Flower . 

. . 497 

418} 

P. Ruby . 

726 

727} 

Total 

. . 4,868} 

4,482} 


Cost of the Two Rations. 

Roots Ration. 

Cost—pence. 

80 lb. Mangolds at 15s. per ton . . 6*40 

10 lb. Lucerne Hay at £4 per ton. . . 4*30 

1 lb. Decorticated Cotton Seed at £13 10 s. per ton 1*44 
1 lb. Bean Meal at £12 per ton .... 1*29 

1 lb. Crushed Oats at £11 per ton 1*18 


14*61 
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Silage and Roots Ration. 

Cost—pcnoe. 

21 lb. Mangolds at 16*. per ton .... 1*68 

50 lb. Silage at 25s. per ton .... 6*70 

7 lb. Lucerne Hay at £4 per ton .... 3*01 

1 lb. Decorticated Cotton Seed Meal at £1310s. per ton 1*44 

12*83 

The accuracy of these figures depends largely upon the cost 
of growing mangolds and silage. Where very large crops of 
mangolds can be grown, the cost per ton will probably be less 
than 15s. per ton. The cost of growing silage deponds amongst 
other things partly upon the crops obtained, and partly upon 
the overhead charges, which again depend upon the type of 
silo, its durability, etc. The price of hay has been taken at an 
average figure. The price of the concentrated foods has been 
taken at the prices current in January, 1925. It is evident that 
at the prices assumed, the roots ration must be regarded as 
costing about If d. per cow per day more than the silage ration. 

Conclusions. 

It would appear from the results of this experiment— 

(1) That cows which like and greedily eat silage will give 
practically as much milk upon a silage roots and hay ration as 
upon a ration of roots and hay to which a little concentrated 
food is added to make the two rations theoret* ally equivalent. 

(2) That such a silage and roots ration will be cheaper to 
the extent of nearly 2d. per cow daily, if the figures assumed 
for the cost of roots and of silage are correct. 

(3) That certain cows do not eat silage well. It is best to 
reduce the quantity fed to such cows and to substitute other 
foods. 

General Conclusions from the Three Experiments 
Conducted during Two Seasons. 

(1) That silage is quite a suitable food for most milking 
cows. 

(2) That its deficiency in carbo-hydrates may be made good 
by feeding it together with either crushed oats or mangolds, or 
both. 

(3) That the considerable variation which occurs, in the 
quality of silage makes it rather difficult to judge how much of 
it to feed as an equivalent to other foods. It seems probable 
that average silage as fed in these experiments should not be 
assumed to contain much more than 1*5 per cent, to 1*6 per 
cent, of “ protein equivalent.” 

(4) That some cows like silage and thrive upon it. Such 
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cows will give practically as much m i l k with silage, roots and 
hay as upon a ration of roots and hay with a little concentrated 
food to make the two rations theoretically equivalent. Such a 
silage and roots ration will be somewhat cheaper to feed as the 
quantity of concentrated food needed is reduced. 

(5) On the other hand, other cows do not relish silage, and 
such cows should have only a small quantity fed to them, other 
foods being substituted. If silage is fed in quantity to cows 
which do not eat it well, their yield of milk may very probably 
fall off considerably. 

(6) That during periods of exceptionally cold weather, the 
generally accepted maintenance ration should be increased if the 
cows seem hungry. 

In conclusion, I wish to express my indebtedness to all those 
gentlemen whose names are mentioned in this report, especially 
to Messrs Eric Rea and G A. M. Reed, without whose assist¬ 
ance I should have been unable i conduct this investigation. 

I also wish to acknowledge with gratitude the financial help 
granted by the Royal Agricultural Society of England, without 
which these experiments would have been impossible. 

A. W. Oldebshaw. 

County Hall, 

Tpswioh. 


CONTEMPORARY AGRICULTURAL LAW. 

1 —Legislation. 

The Legislature has added to the law of this land in 1925 what 
is surely an unprecedented amount of statutes. The volume of 
Acts of Parliament passed in 1925 exceeds in size any volume 
of recent years. Much of this new legislation consists of the 
bulky statutes dealing with the new Law of Property in land, 
the powers and duties of trustees, the administration of estates 
of deceased persons and the registration of title and of land 
charges which do not especially affect agricultural interests. 
There are also lengthy consolidating Acts bringing together into 
one statute various previous Acts of Parliament. Of this kind 
are the Housing Act, 1925, the Town Planning Act, 1925, the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolidation) Act, 1925, and the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1925. These do not substantially 
alter the previously existing law. 

It is, however, necessary to notice some enactments which 
more nearly affect agricultural interests. Amongst them are 
the provisions of the Settled Land Act, 1925 (15 Geo. 5, c. 18) 
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which enlarges the list of improvements which may be carried 
out by means of capital money in the hands of trustees of settled 
land. The list of authorized improvements is contained in the 
Third Schedule to the Act, which adds to those already allowed 
(amongst other things) bridges, the provision of small dwellings, 
residential houses for land or mineral agents, managers, clerks, 
bailiffs, woodmen, gamekeepers and other persons employed on 
the settled land, or in connection with the management or 
development thereof, any offices, workshops and other buildings 
of a permanent nature required in connection with the manage¬ 
ment or development of the settled land or any part thereof, 
the erection of gasworks, electric light or power works, the 
restoration or reconstruction of buildings damaged or destroyed 
by dry-rot, structural additions to or alterations in buildings 
reasonably required whether the buildings are intended to be 
let or not or are already let, boring for water and other pre¬ 
liminary work in connection therewith. In the case of most of 
these improvements the trustees of the settlement or the Court 
may , but need not, require the capital expended to be replaced 
out of income by not more than fifty half-yearly instalments. 
There are also certain other improvements such as heating, 
hydraulic or electric power apparatus for buildings, steam rollers, 
traction engines, motor lorries and movable machinery for farm¬ 
ing and other purposes on which capital mone^ may be expended, 
but provision for repayment by instalments out of income is in 
these cases necessary. 

The Importation of Pedigree Animals Act, 1925 (15 & 16 
Geo. 5, c. 30), should be noticed, which empowers the Minister 
of Agriculture and Fisheries to make orders for allowing, sub¬ 
ject to conditions prescribed by any such order, any cattle, 
sheep, goats or swine brought from any part of His Majesty’s 
dominions which are shown to his satisfaction to be there regis¬ 
tered as pedigree stock in a herd or flock book recognized by 
him, after consultation with the Royal Agricultural Society of 
England and the Highland and Agricultural Society of Scot¬ 
land, to be landed in Great Britain without being subject to 
the provisions of Part I of the Third Schedule to the Diseases 
of Animals Act, 1894 (which relates to slaughter at the port of 
landing), but subject to the provisions of Part II of that Schedule 
(which relate to quarantine). No order is, however, to be 
made except with respect to animals brought from a .part of 
His Majesty’s dominions in which pedigree animals brought from 
this country are allowed to be landed either unconditionally or 
subject to conditions (including rates of duty) which in the 
opinion of the Minister are not unduly restrictive. 

The Protection of Birds Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 31), 
makes it an offence to use as a decoy any live bird which is 
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tethered or is secured by means of braces or other s imilar appli¬ 
ances, or which is blind, maimed or injured, or to use bird¬ 
lime or any substance of a like nature for the purpose of taking 
or capturing alive any wild bird. 

The Finance Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 36), by Section 6 
imposes upon hops imported into this country a customs duty 
of £4 per cwt., and an equivalent duty on every extract, essence, 
or other similar preparation made from hops so imported. Sec¬ 
tion 16 applies rules 6 and 7 of Cases I and II of Schedule D 
of the Income Tax, 1918 (which provide, in connection with the 
charge to income tax under that Schedule of the profits or gains 
of a trade, for the allowance of deductions in respect of the wear 
and tear of machinery and plant, and in respect of expenses 
incurred in replacing obsolete machinery or plant), to the profits 
or gains arising from the occupation of lands, including wood¬ 
lands, when they are ascertained otherwise than by reference 
to assessable value (i.e. under Sch( bdo B). This provision will 
enable deductions for wear and tear of machinery and plant, 
and for replacing obsolete machinery or plant, to be deducted 
when the occupier of agricultural land or woodlands has elected 
to be assessed under Schedule D. 

The Agricultural lietums Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 39), 
empowers the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries to require 
the occupier of any agricultural land (which includes land used 
as grazing, meadow, or pasture land or orchard, and any land 
used wholly or mainly for the purpose of the trade 1 or business 
of a market-gardener or nurseryman) to make a return in writ¬ 
ing of the acreage of the land in cultivation, specifying the 
acreage of the several crops thereon, and of the live stock on 
the land, and of the persons employed thereon ; but no indi¬ 
vidual return must be published or disclosed w ithout the author¬ 
ity of the person making it except for the purposes of the pre¬ 
paration and publication of agricultural statistics. Any person 
refusing or without lawful excuse neglecting to make a return 
required under the Act, or making a return to his knowledge 
untrue in any material particular, is liable in the first case to 
a fine not exceeding £5, and in the second case to a fine not 
exceeding £10. The section does not apply in any case when 
the total acreage of the agricultural land occupied by a person 
does not exceed one acre. 

The Allotments Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 61), amends 
the Jaw relating to allotments under the Small Holdings and 
Allotments Act, 1908, and the Allotment Act, 1922. By Sec¬ 
tion 2 it authorises loans by the Public Works Loan Commis¬ 
sioners to approved allotment societies. Section 3 makes it 
necessary for any local authority preparing a town-p lanning 
scheme to consider what provision should be included therein 
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for the reservation of land for allotments. Seotion 5 empowers 
the council of a borough or urban district to acquire land for 
future allotments if there is a reasonable expectation that the 
land will eventually be required for allotments. Section 7 
amends Sub-section 4 of Section 10 of the Allotments Act, 1922, 
by enabling a tenant whose tenancy is terminated by the ter¬ 
mination of the right of occupation of the council who let the 
land to him, to claim compensation under the Allotments Act, 
1922, notwithstanding that it is otherwise agreed in the con¬ 
tract of tenancy, where the rent payable by the tenant exceeds 
3d. per pole, unless in the case of a tenancy existing at the 
passing of the Act the council within three months after the 
passing of the Act gives notice in writing to the tenant that 
the rent of the land is as from the last preceding date for pay¬ 
ment reduced to a rent of 3d. per pole or less. By Section 8, 
where a local authority has purchased land for allotments, it 
must not sell, use or dispose of the land for any purpose other 
than use for allotments without the consent of the Minister of 
Agriculture and Fisheries after consultation with the Minister 
of Health. Section 12 makes it necessary for the council of 
every borough or urban district to establish an allotments com¬ 
mittee, notwithstanding that the population of the borough or 
urban district is less than 10,000, if the total number of allot¬ 
ments provided by the council or urban district exceeds the 
number of 400. 

The Diseases of Animals Act, 1925 (15 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 63), 
is a short Act providing that where, in accordance with any 
order made by the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries under 
Section 19 of the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, directing the 
slaughter of cattle in cases of the existence or suspected exis¬ 
tence of tuberculosis, compensation is paid out of the local rates 
for the slaughter of any cattle by a local authority, the local 
authority shall be entitled to be repaid by the Minister a sum 
equal to three-fourths of the amount of compensation so paid. 

The Summer Time Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 64), provides 
for the permanent adoption of summer time beginning at 2 a.m. 
on the day next following the third Saturday in April, or if that 
day is Easter Day, the day next following the second Saturday 
in April, and ending at 2 a.m. on the day next following the 
first Saturday in October. 

The Roads Improvement Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5; o. 68), 
contains a variety of provisions for the improvement of roads 
which need only be noticed shortly. Section 1 empowers the 
Minister of Transport and any county council or other highway 
authority to plant trees and lay out grass margins in highways. 
Section 4 enables the Minister or any county council or other 
highway authority, for the prevention of danger from obstruo- 
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tion to view, to impose restrictions with respect to any land at 
or near any comer or bend in a highway, and to require the owner 
or occupier of the land to alter the height or character of any 
wall (not being a wall forming part of the structure of a per¬ 
manent edifice), fence or hedge thereon, or to restrain him from 
permitting any building, wall, fence or hedge to be erected or 
planted on the land. Section 5 authorises the prescription of a 
frontage line for building on either side of any part of a high¬ 
way. Compensation is provided to be payable to any person 
whose property is proved to be injuriously affected by the exer¬ 
cise of the powers so given. 

The Widows’, Orphans’ and Old Ago Contributory Pensions 
Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 70), under which and the National 
Health Insurance Act, 1924, contributions in respect of male agri¬ 
cultural labourers are now Is. Gd. a week, payable as to 9 d. by 
the employer and 9d. by the employee, and in respect of women 
so employed Is. Id. a week, payab as to Id. by the employer 
and Gd. by the employee, and under which an insured person 
attaining 65 after the appointed day will become entitled to 
an old-age pension of 10s. a week, need not be further noticed 
here. 

The Public Health Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 71), con¬ 
tains many important provisions in respect of local government, 
most of which do not particularly affect agricultural interests. 
It should, however, be noted that Section 23 of this Act gives 
power to the local authority where any tree, hedge or shrub 
overhangs any street or footpath so as to obstruct or interfere 
with the light from any public lamp, or to endanger or obstruct 
the passage of vehicles or foot-passengers, or to obstruct the 
view of drivers of vehicles, to serve a notice on the owner of 
the tree, hedge or shrub or the occupier of the premises on which 
it is growing, to lop or cut the tree, hedge or shrub within four¬ 
teen days, and in default of compliance the local authority may 
themselves carry out the requisition, and recover the cost of 
so doing as a civil debt. 

The Land Settlement (Facilities) Amendment Act, 1925 (15 
& 16 Geo. 5, c. 85), substitutes other provisions for those con¬ 
tained in Section 27 of the Land Settlement (Facilities) Act, 
1919, for the recoupment of losses incurred by county councils 
in connection with the acquisition of land under the Small Hold¬ 
ings and Allotments Act, 1908. Shortly the Act provides for 
the ascertainment of (a) the charges to be met in each half- 
year by any county council in respect of expenditure properly 
incurred by them m respect of the acquisition, adaptation, or 
improvement of or otherwise in relation to their small holdings 
estate; and (6) the net income in each year which will accrue 
to the council from their small holdings estate. The deficiency 
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so ascertained is treated as a loss by the county council, which 
is to be recouped to the council by the Minister of Agriculture 
and Fisheries in respect of each half-year. 

The Tithe Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 87), provides that 
sums payable on or after the “ appointed day ” in respect of 
a tithe rent charge in lieu of being computed in manner pre¬ 
scribed by the former Tithe Acts, shall be stabilised and com¬ 
puted on the basis of £105 for every £100 of tithe rent charge. 
Where the dates on which tithe rent charge is payable are dates 
other than April 1 and October 1, the dates for payment are 
to be changed to those days. Any tithe rent charge attached 
to a benefice is to be vested in Queen Anne’s Bounty, who will 
hold it in trust for the incumbent of the benefice. Under Sec¬ 
tion 4 there will also be payable to Queen Anne’s Bounty an 
additional sum of £4 10s. in respect of every £100 of tithe rent 
charge to form a sinking fund for the eventual redemption and 
extinction of the tithe rent charge at the expiration of 85 years. 
Out of the £10910s. thus received by Queen Anne’s Bounty, £410s. 
will be carried to the sinking fund, £5 will be paid to the In¬ 
land Revenue Commissioners to be applied by them towards 
payment of the rates which are assessed on the owner of any 
tithe rent charge vested in Queen Anne’s Bounty (the remainder 
of such rates being defrayed out of the Consolidated Fund), 
and the balance after deducting any land tax or any other charge 
to which the tithe rent charge may be subjec\ and sums due 
on account of the cost of collection but free of all rates, will 
be paid to the incumbent or other person entitled to the emolu¬ 
ments of the benefice. In the case of tithe rent charge attached 
to an ecclesiastical corporation, the sum of £16 is substituted 
for the sum of £5 payable by Queen Anne’s Bounty to the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners to meet the rates on the tithe 
rent charge, and 81 £ years is substituted for 85 years during 
which the tithe rent charge is to continue payable and the pay¬ 
ments into the sinking fund are to be accumulated. The pro¬ 
visions of the Act as above stated relating to the transfer to 
vesting in Queen Anne’s Bounty, but not the other provisions 
of the Act, apply not only to tithe rent charge, but also to 
any rent charge under the Extraordinary Tithe Redemption 
Act, 1886, any com rent charge or money payment payable 
under any local or personal Act or award in lieu of tithe, 
any rent charge payable under the Tithe Act, 1860, in respect 
of the tithes on any gated or stinted pasture, any sum or rate 
payable for each head of cattle or stock turned on land subject 
to common rights or held or enjoyed in common, and any tithes 
and other payments in lieu of tithes not being tithe rent charge. 
Tithe rent charge vested in a lay impropriator is stabilised at 
£105 for every £100, but will not be payable to Queen Anne’s 
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Bounty and will not carry the additional £4 10$. to form a sink¬ 
ing fund. It will also remain subject to the payment of rates 
as before, but it is provided that on an application for the re¬ 
demption of any lay tithe rent charge, if the land is agricultural 
land for the purposes of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, the 
Minister, in ascertaining the compensation for the redemption, 
shall not, in respect of rates, deduct from the gross annual 
value a sum in excess of two-thirds of the averago amount 
which became payable by the owner of the tithe rent charge, 
or any other person on account of any rate to which the Agri¬ 
cultural Rates Act, 1896, applies. 

The Rating and Valuation Act, 1925 (15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 90), 
can only be dealt with shortly, but is of great importance 
inasmuch as it fundamentally alters the present system of 
valuation and assessment of local rates It is not to come 
into operation until the “ appointed day ” to be fixed by 
the Minister of Health, which i < to be April 1, 1927. By 
Section 1 the council of every county borough and the council 
of every urban and ruial district is to be the rating authority 
for the borough or district, and the powers hitherto vested in 
the overseers of the noor of each parish in relation to making, 
levying and collection of rates are to be exercised by the new 
rating authority. By Section 2 each rural rating authority in 
lieu of making a poor rate for each parish will make and levy 
a general rate for the whole of the district. By Section 16, 
county boroughs and such other areas as may be constituted 
by schemes made under the section will be assessment areas, 
and by Section 17 there will be an assessment committee for 
every assessment area. In the case of assessment areas other 
than county boroughs, the assessment committees will consist 
of persons appointed by rating authorities, boards of guardians 
and the councils of counties. By Section 18, in every county 
a county valuatior committee must be established for promoting 
uniformity in the principles and practice of valuation and assist¬ 
ing rating authorities and assessment committees. Section 22 
is perhaps the most important section of the Act, as it lays down, 
by reference to the Second Schedule to the Act, the principles 
for ascertaining the rateable value of any hereditament. These 
appear to be not very different to those at present in force. In 
the case of agricultural land, 5 per cent, is to be deducted from 
the gross value in the first instance, and also in the case of a 
hereditament subject to any rate charge or assessment made 
by any commissioners of sewers or other like authority in respect 
of any drainage, wall, embankment or other work for the benefit 
of the hereditament (not being a usual tenant’s rate), such 
further amount as represents the average annual value of that 
rate charge or assessment, and the gross value as so reduced 
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is referred to as the net annual value. The rateable value of 
agricultural land will be the net annual value subject to a further 
deduction of 75 per cent., and this deduction is also to be made 
in respect of buildings (other than dwelling-houses) occupied to¬ 
gether with agricultural land or being or forming part of a market- 
garden, and in either case used solely in connection with agri¬ 
cultural operations thereon. This is a concession in favour of 
agriculture, as hitherto only agricultural land and not agricul¬ 
tural buildings has been allowed to be rated on one-fourth of 
its full value. The Act contains provisions for enabling objec¬ 
tions to be made to draft valuation lists, and for appeals from 
assessment committees to Quarter Sessions. By Section 33, it 
authorises the employment of professional valuers, and by Sec¬ 
tion 40 empowers rating authorities to require returns from 
owners, occupiers and lessees of property. By Section 62 over¬ 
seers are abolished, and their powers and duties are to be trans¬ 
ferred by Order in Council to rating authorities or such other 
local authorities as may seem expedient. 

II.— Decisions of the Coubts. 

1. Landlord and Tenant .—There have been a number of 
noticeable cases reported under this head during the year 1925. 
The first case to be noted is Rex v. Powell, ex parte Marquis 
Camden (94 L.J.K.B., 433 ; [1925] 1 K.B., fill), in which it 
was held that the words “ arising out of the termination of the 
tenancy of the holding ” in Section 16, Sub-section 1 of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1923, apply to the whole of the pre¬ 
ceding part of this sub-section with the result that the deter¬ 
mination of the tenancy is a condition precedent to the right 
to demand the appointment of an arbitrator to deal with claims 
under the Act. An arbitrator appointed under the above sec¬ 
tion by the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries has no juris¬ 
diction to decide whether the tenancy has been determined or 
not, and when the question of the termination of the tenancy 
is disputed, a writ of prohibition will issue to prevent the arbi¬ 
trator proceeding with the arbitration. Harrison v. Ridgway 
(133 L.T., 238 ; 23 L.G.R., 434) was another case under the 
same section. The defendant had let to the plaintiff a farm on 
a yearly tenancy from March 25, 1923, and contracted that he 
would, before the commencement of the tenancy, put all gates, 
rails and fences and the buildings in reasonable tenantable order 
and condition or allow the cost of such reparation. The plain¬ 
tiff brought an action in the County Court claiming damages for 
the deterioration of his stock by reason of the defendant’s breach 
of this covenant to repair. At the trial objection was taken by 
the landlord that the dispute ought to have been referred to 



136 Contemporary Agricultural Law. 

arbitration under Section 16 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 
1923, and that the County Court judge had no jurisdiction to 
hear the action. This objection was upheld by the County 
Court judge, but on appeal it was held, following the above- 
mentioned case of Rex v. PoweUy that the question was not 
subject to arbitration as it did not arise out of the termination 
of the tenancy. 

A similar construction of Section 15 (1) of the Agricultural 
Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1923, which corresponds with Section 
16 of the English Act, was adopted in a Scottish case of West- 
wood v. Barnett ([1925] S.C., 624), where it was held that a claim 
made during the currency of the lease could not, prior to its 
termination, be referred to arbitration under the Act. So, too, in 
Donaldson's Hospital v. Esslemont ([1925] S.C., 199), a similar 
construction was given to Section 15 (1), and it was held that 
the claimant’s title to compensation, which was disputed on the 
ground that the tenancy had not tc.i unated, was not one of the 
matters remitted by the Act to the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the arbiter. 

Macgregor v. Board of Agriculture for Scotland ([1925] S.C. 
613) was another Scottish case which raised the question as to 
whether a loss to the tenant caused by the under-valuation of 
his way-going crop could be included in his claim for compen¬ 
sation for disturbance. Under the lease the landlord took over 
the way-going crop of grain from the outgoing tenant at fair 
prices, the quantity of the crop being ascertained, as provided 
for in the lease, by arbitration. After threshing it was found 
that the quantity had been underestimated in the arbitration. 
The outgoing tenant accordingly, under Soction 10 of the Agri¬ 
culture Act, 1920 (now Section 12 of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1923), claimed as compensation for loss in connection with 
the sale of the farm produce a sum representing the difference 
between the price he had received for the grain and the price 
of the actual quantity threshed. The Court held, on an assump¬ 
tion that the tenant had suffered loss, that he was not entitled 
to compensation because the loss was not “ directly attributable 
to the quitting of the holding,’* but had arisen from an error 
of the arbiters. 

In Montrose (Duke) v. Hart ([1925] S.C., 160), also a Scottish 
case, the question was whether sufficient particulars of claim 
had been given to satisfy the requirements of Section 16, Sub¬ 
section 2 of the Act, which provides that a claim will cease to 
be enforceable after the expiration of two months from the 
termination of the tenancy unless particulars have been given 
before the expiration of that period. The landlord wrote reserv¬ 
ing a claim in respect of depletion of regular sheep stock which the 
tenant was under an Obligation to maintain. This was followed 
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by a letter stating that only 51 per cent, of sheep received had 
been handed over, and that the amount to be claimed under 
this head would be intimated as soon as the precise number of 
sheep delivered was ascertained. It was held that the second 
letter gave sufficient particulars as it set out the nature and 
value of the claim, and the tenant received under it fair notice 
of the case he had to meet. 

In Rochester & Chatham Joint Sewerage Board v. Clinch (95 
L.J.Ch., 49; [1925] Ch., 753), the question that arose was 
under Section 26 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1923, which 
provides that on the making of a contract for sale of an agri¬ 
cultural holding held on a yearly tenancy, any then current and 
unexpired notice to determine the tenancy shall be null and 
void “ if the contract for sale is made by the person by whom 
the notice to quit was given,” unless the tenant has by writing 
agreed that the notice shall be valid. The defendant held his 
farm under a yearly tenancy. In December, 1914, the owner 
sold 64 acres of the farm to the plaintiffs, but the defendant 
continued to pay the whole rent to the owner. The owner died 
in 1919, and the defendant continued to pay the whole rent to 
her executors, leaving it to them to pay their proportion to the 
plaintiffs. On October 10, 1923, the executors and the plain¬ 
tiffs together signed and served on the defendant a year’s notice 
to quit on October 11, 1924. On October 1, 1924, the executors 
agreed to sell their portion of the farm to the defendant. It 
has been held that Section 26 of the Act applies even where the 
sale is to the tenant himself of part of the farm, and it was 
contended therefore that the sale by the executors to the tenant 
in this case rendered the current notice to quit null and void. 
The Court held that this was not the effect of the contract of 
sale, for it was made not “ by the person by whom the notice 
to quit was given,” but by one only of the parties, viz. the 
executors, who gave the notice to quit. 

In Falconer v. Chisholm's Trustees ([1925] S.C., 742), a Scot¬ 
tish Court held, in a case where an hotel was let together with 
a farm, the rents of the hotel and farm being fixed at £40 and £72 
per annum respectively, but the property otherwise being treated 
as one property in the lease, that the house was “ let together 
with land other than the house ” within the meaning of pro¬ 
viso (iii) of Sub-section 2 of Section 12 of the Increase of Bent 
and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, and therefore 
was excluded from the operation of that Act. 

Boswell v. Crucible Steel Co . of America (94 L.J.K.B., 383; 
[1925] 1 K.B., 119) was a case where lessees covenanted to keep 
the inside of a house, including all “ landlord’s fixtures,”in good 
repair. It was held that this did not oblige them to replace 
broken windows, which were not “ landlord’s fixtures ” within 
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the meaning of the covenant, as that expression only applies 
to chattels which are brought by the landlord to the premises 
and affixed to the structure but do not form part of it. The 
windows, it was held, formed part of the structure of the house, 
and were therefore not repairable by the lessee. 

In Booth v. Thomas ([1926] 1 Ch., 109) a lease contained 
a covenant by the lessor for quiet enjoyment. The lessor had 
enclosed a natural stream flowing through part of his property 
in a culvert. The culvert not being kept in repair, the water 
escaped and damaged the property demised to the lessee with 
whom the covenant for quiet enjoyment had been made. It 
was held that under that covenant the lessor had the duty of 
keeping the culvert in repair so as not to cause damage to the 
premises leased to the lessee, and was liable for the breach 
of covenant. 

2. Stock and Crops. —By regulations made by the local 
authority for the County of Bucki ^bam under the Sheep Scab 
(Amendment) Order, 1923, it was provided that sheep should 
be dipped as therein mentioned within a certain time after their 
arrival at a place of destination in this county, but the regula¬ 
tions were not to apply “ to sheep which have within four weeks 
prior to their arrival m the district been double dipped in the 
manner provided by these regulations.” In Adams v. Galloway 
(23 L.G.R., 588) it was held the words “ double dipped ” meant 
“ twice dipped ” and not dipped for a second time after a first 
dipping which took place before the commencement of the four 
weeks. 

In Dower & Co. v. Corrie MacColl & Sons (42 Times L.R., 
43), there was a sale of a quantity of barley to the plaintiffs 
“in the usual bags.” The plaintiffs when it was delivered 
claimed to reject it on the ground of bad quality, and on the 
claim being referred to arbitration, it was awarded that they 
were entitled to reject and the sellers must refund the price. 
The sellers refused to carry out the award on the ground that 
the plaintiffs must return the barley to them in the condition 
in which they received it, which they were unable to do because, 
on receipt of the barley, they had turned it out of the bags and 
had bulked it in a warehouse and afterwards put it in different 
bags. It was held by the Court that the sellers must accept 
the rejection, os the contract was for the sale of barley not for 
the sale of barley in particular bags, and the plaintiffs were 
prepared to return the actual barley received by them. 

3. Adulteration.—Bridges v. Griffin (94 L.J.K.B., 728 ; [1925] 
2 K.B., 233) was a remarkable case where milk in its natural 
state was placed in a churn and some hours later when the 
cream had risen naturally to the surface but the milk had not 
otherwise been tampered with, a purchaser who asked for a 
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sample of new milk was served by drawing the milk off by a tap 
at the bottom of the chum. The milk so sold was found to be 
deficient in milk fat to the extent of 46 per cent. It was held 
that an offence had been committed, for there had been an 
abstraction of milk fat and the milk sold was not of the natural 
substance and quality demanded. It is not sufficient that the 
bulk from which the milk sold is taken should bo in its natural 
state if the milk actually sold is not so. 

In Redman v. Knapp (42 Times L.R., 131) it was held that 
“ he purchased the milk with a written warranty ” is not available 
as a defence to a vendor of milk adulterated by the addition 
of colouring matter contrary to Section 4 of the Milk and Dairies 
(Amendment) Act, 1922, which prohibits the sale of any milk to 
which colouring matter has been added, but neither includes 
such defence nor contains any provision that it is to be read 
with any Act containing such a defence. 

4. Taxes. —In a Scottish case of Lean v. Ball ([1925] Sc. L.T., 
617), 33 acres of grass land were occupied as a poultry farm, 
half an acre being cultivated for the production of green food 
for the poultry, and it was held that the land was occupied 
for the purposes of husbandry, and therefore the occupiers were 
liable to assessment for income tax under Schedule B and not 
under Schedule D. 

5. Miscellaneous .—In Yorkshire ( E.R .) County Council v. 
Selby Bridge Proprietors ([1925] Ch., 841), a toll bridge had been 
built under a statute of 1791 in place of an ancient ferry in a 
public highway with approaches which by the Act were to be 
considered part and parcel of the bridge. It was held that as 
the old highway consisted of the approaches to the ferry plus 
the passage across the river, and the substituted highway con¬ 
sisted of the approaches to the bridge plus the bridge, and as 
the old approaches were highways to which adjoining owners 
would be entitled to access, the substituted approaches were 
highways to which adjoining owners had similar rights of access. 
In Moser v. Ambleside Urban Council (23 L.G.R., 533), it was 
held that there may be dedication of a public right of way to a 
terminal point, e.g . to a place whence a waterfall may be viewed, 
so that any person using it must return the same way, but such 
a public right of way cannot be established merely by evidence 
of user as distinguished from dedication. 

Reddaway v. Lancashire County Council (41 Times L'.R., 422) 
was a case where, by an order purporting to be made under the 
Small Holdings and Allotments Acts, 1908 to 1919, a county 
council made an order to enforce its compulsory powers of hiring 
land, but it was contended that the council had not complied 
with the condition precedent imposed by Section 7, Sub-section 
2 of the Act of 1908, namely, that the council has been unable 
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to acquire suitable land elsewhere on reasonable terms. The 
Court refused to grant an injunction to restrain the council from 
proceeding upon its order, as under Section 39, Sub-section 3, 
the order had no force until confirmed by the Minister of Agri¬ 
culture and Fisheries and the Ministry had at the time seisin 
of the matter and an inquiry was in progress as to whether the 
order should be confirmed or not. 

In Barnard v. Evans (94 L.J K.B., 932 ; [1925] 2 K.B., 794), 
a farm labourer shot a dog which was trespassing on his em¬ 
ployer’s land. On an information preferred against him for 
cruelly ill-treating the dog, the justices found that it was not 
necessary to use a shot-gun to drive the dog out of the field, 
and that substantial suffering was caused to the dog although 
it was not killed. The dog was not doing any damage and the 
labourer made no effort to drive it away before he shot it, 
which he did on the instructions of his master. It was held by 
the Divisional Court that he was puilty of “ cruelly ill-treating ” 
the dog within Section 1 of the Protection of Animals Act, 1911, 
and the justices were directed to convict. 

Aubrey J. Spencer. 

Lincoln’s Inn. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS, 1925. 

(The Society is again indebted to tho Ministry of Agncultuie and 
Fishenos lor its kindness in hupphmg, for inclusion 111 the Journal, tho 
usual detailed and comparative 1 tables of tho latest agnoultural statistics. 
For fuller inhumation than can bo given in tho space available hero, tho 
Departments ov\n admirable senes of Ropoits on Agricultural Statistics 
should, of course, bo consulted—Ei> ) 

Acreage. 

Table I gives particulars of the acreage under the principal crops 
and of the numbers of live-stock. 

One of the most noticeable features of the Returns during the 
last few years has been the acceleration of the shrinkage of the 
total area under cultivation. The total extent of land under 
crops and grass in England and Wales in 1925 represents a 
decrease of 121,000 acres compared with 1924, which following 
reductions in the preceding years means that over 1,300,000 
acres less were under cultivation in 1925 than before the War. 
The distribution of the shrinkage as between arable land and 
permanent grass is a reduction compared with 1914 of 300,000 
acres under the plough and 1,000,000 acres of pasture. 

The process that had been proceeding over a long period prior 
to 1914 of a steady diminution of the land under crops being 
accompanied by an increase in the area under permanent grass, 
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after having been interrupted by the War appears to have now 
been resumed, arable land in the last three years having declined 
by 499,000 acres and permanent grass increased by 311,000 acres. 
Comparing the relative position by means of three-year averages, 
the proportion of arable land to the total area under crops and 
grass over the period 1912-1914 was 41 per cent., whereas over the 
period 1923-1925 the proportion was increased to 42*3 per cent. 
Although, however, recent years as compared with pre-war show 
a higher proportion of land under plough, the immediate tendency 
as indicated by the figures for each of the last three years is in 
the other direction, the proportion of arable to the total area of 
crops and grass which was 43*1 per cent, in 1923 having fallen to 
42*2 per cent, in 1924 and to 41-5 per cent, in 1925. 

Glancing briefly at the changes in individual crops the num¬ 
ber of acres returned as under Wheat in 1925 was 45,000 acres 
(3 per cent.) less than in 1924. After the fall from the record 
acreage of 2,557,000 acres at the close of the War, the area under 
Wheat except for a revival in 1921 has shown a persistent decline 
to the extent that in 1925 there were 1,000,000 acres (41 per 
cent.) less under cultivation than in 1918. Compared with the 
average of the three years 1912-1914, the wheat area in 1925 was 
291,000 acres (16 per cent.) less. 

Barley showed a slight revival in 1925, the acreage in England 
being increased by 11,000 acres, although somewhat set off by a 
decrease of 7,000 acres in Wales. The area aider this cereal 
was not so much influenced by war conditions as in the case of 
wheat, the highest area in recent years being the 1,637,000 acres 
recorded in 1920, which was over 300,000 acres more than last 
year. The 1,317,810 acres in 1925 represented a fall of 189,000 
acres (13 per cent.) on the average of 1912 to 1914. 

After a slight recovery in 1924, Oats fell in 1925 by nearly 
170,000 acres. Compared with the pre-War average the acreage 
under this crop shows no very startling change, the decrease being 
only 6 per cent., although in point of fact the 1,868,000 acres of 
1925 is the smallest area under this crop in any year since 1888. 

Of the pulse crops, Beans in shrinking to 190,800 acres (i.c. 
50,900 acres below 1924) occupied the smallest area ever recorded. 
The area devoted to this crop represents a shrinkage of a little less 
than 90,000 acres compared with the average immediately before 
the War and is only half that in the Eighties of the last century. 

The area under Peas has fluctuate^ considerably during the 
last few years and the decline of 40,000 acres in 1925 followed an 
increase of 30,000 in the previous year. 

Since the violent drop of nearly 100,000 acres in 1923 the area 
under Potatoes has been more stable, the decrease of 14,000 acres 
in 1924 being followed by an increase of 41,000 acres in 1925, 
the total area in the latter year being 493,000 acres. Compared 
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with the pre-war position the potato area on the average of the 
three years 1923-1925 was 471,000 acres as against an average 
during 1912-1914 of 456,000 acres. 

Among the Root crops the decline of Turnips and Swedes is 
again noticeable, the 806,000 acres of 1925 representing a fall of 
26,000 acres compared with the previous year. In none of the 
last five years has the area under this crop reached 900,000 acres, 
whereas the average area in the five years immediately preced¬ 
ing the War was 1,084,000 acres. 

The area under Mangold declined for the fourth year In suc¬ 
cession, the area in 1922 (422,000 acres) having however been the 
highest since 1914. The area of 359,000 acres in 1925 compares 
'vith an average of 446,000 acres during the years 1912-1914. 

The area under Hops in 1925 showed an increase of 359 acres 
following an increase of 1,000 acres in the previous year and thus 
restoring the greater part of the shrinkage of 1,500 acres in 1923. 
The total area of 26,256 acres in Hz' 1 "* was, however, considerably 
below the pre-war ten-year average of 39,000 acres. It is a 
striking commentary on the changing habits of the people of this 
country to observe that in 1885 71,000 acres of hops were grown, 
in 1891 56,000 acres, and in 1911 33,000 acres. Of the 1925 
total Kent contributed 16,000 acres (62 per cent.), Hereford being 
the next highest producing county with 4,000 acres (16 per cent.). 

Whilst Clover and Rotation Grasses for Hay declined by 30,000 
acres, that not used for Hay increased by nearly 56,000 acres, 
resulting in a net gain of 26,000 acres on the combined totals. 
The 2,574,000 acres in 1925 was, however, over 100,000 acres 
below the pre-war average. 

The hopes which are entertained of a stimulus of the subsidy 
for Sugar-Beet rendering this crop one of the leading features of 
agriculture in this country, make the acreage returns of special 
interest. From an area of 2,300 acres in 1914 the sugar-beet 
crop increased to 8,000 acres in 1921 and 1922 followed by 16,900 
acres in 1923, 22,441 acres in 1924 and a jump to 54,750 acres in 
1925. Of the total area in 1925, Norfolk contributed 15,500 
acres (28 per cent.), Suffolk 11,900 acres (22 per cent.), the other 
counties with over 1,000 acres being Cambs. 2,394 acres, Ely 
5,779 acres, Essex 1,631 acres, Hunts. 1,359 acres, Lincolnshire 
7,000 acres (Kesteven, 3,025 ; Lindsey, 2,298; Holland, 1,866); 
Nottingham, 1,630 and the East Riding, 1,037 acres. 

It is too early as yet to obtain any definite indication of the 
effect of the extension of sugar-beet in displacing the acreage 
under other crops, but it is interesting to observe that the area 
devoted to sugar beet in Norfolk and Suffolk in 1925 represented 
2 per cent, of the total area under crops in each of those counties, 
the highest proportion in any one county being 3-5 per cent, 
in Ely. 
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Live-stock. 

All classes of Horses except one shared in the decline in 
numbers from 1,232,000 in 1924 to 1,164,000 in 1925, i.e. a 
drop of 68,000 or 6 per cent. Of the total, those used for agri¬ 
cultural purposes accounted for 773,000 (66 per cent.) as against 
the 782,000 of the previous year. This was 152,000 less than the 
average of 1905-1914 but not very far below the number in the 
last year of that decade (791,000). Although stallions increased 
from 4,700 to 4,800 the numbers compared unfavourably with the 
average of the prece'ling ten years (6,960). 

The numbers of Cattle have been steadily rising since 1921, 
and the latest figure of 6,163,000 (which was 269,000, or 5 per 
cent, in advance of the previous year) was greater than at any 
time before the War and not far behind the 1917 record of 
6,227,000. As compared with the average of 1905-1914 the 
present position reveals an increase of 355,000 or 6 per cent. 
All categories contributed their quota towards the progressive 
movement, those between one and two years old being prominent 
with a jump of 93,000 (9 per cent.). Cows and Heifers in calf and 
in milk rose from 2,663,000 to 2,713,000, thus setting up a new 
standard for these classes. 

Sheep recorded a further satisfactory increase, advancing by 
1,132,000 (8 per cent.) to 15,975,000, thus reaching the highest 
level of post-war years and more than making good the fall from 
15,124,000 of 1919 to 13,386,000 in 1923. The average of 
the decade 1905-1914, however, stood considerably higher at 
18,716,000. Lambs showed the greatest individual increase, 
rising from 6,292,000 to 6,705,000, i.c. by 414,000 or 7 per cent. 
Ewes kept for breeding did nearly as well, an additional 404,000 
being kept. Even so, the total of 6,397,000 was 12 per cent, 
below the pre-war average. 

The stimulus given to pig breeding in 1924 was followed by 
a heavy decline in 1925, the numbers falling from 3,228,000 to 
2,644,000 or by 584,000 (18 per cent.). The latest position, how¬ 
ever, may be not considered unsatisfactory having regard to the 
fact that the average of the previous ten years stood at 2,264,000 
and that of 1905-1914 at 2,386,000. It is interesting to recollect 
that the record low year was 1918 with its 1,697,000. Breed¬ 
ing sows declined from 449,000 to 316,000 and bacon pigs from 
2,747,000 to 2,303,000. 

Production of Crops. 

Particulars of the production and yield per acre of the prin¬ 
cipal crops are given in Table II. 1 

1 Although the table includes particulars for Scotland, the requirements 
of space make it necessary to confine this review to England and Wales. 
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So far as Wheat is concerned, despite the reduction in the 
area sown the total production was above expectations, the 
yield per acre (18 2 cwt., i.e. nearly 33 bushels) being well over 
average. At 1,360,000 tons the total output in England and 
Wales was below that of the preceding year by only 3,000 tons. 
Even so, the fact that it was lower than at any time during the 
last twelve years must not be overlooked, and but for the 
particularly good yield the continued decline would have been 
much more pronounced. 

Although the acreage under Barley in England and Wales 
increased by 3,500 in 1925, the production at 1,010,000 tons was 
4,000 tons less than in 1924, owing to a slight drop in the out-turn 
]>er acre in England which, however, at 15*4 cwt. was as in 1924 
well above the recent average. 

The total of 1,379,000 tons of Oats produced in 1925 was 
100,000 tons less than in the preceding year but was nevertheless 
some 26,000 tons ahead of 1923—' < which year the crop began 
to recover from the set-back sustained in 1922. The a\erage 
annual production of oats in England and Wales during 1923-1925 
was 1,450 thousands of tons compared with 1,288 thousands of 
tons during 1912-1914. The average yield per acre in England 
in 1925 was again well above average, being in fact the same as 
in 1924, i.e. 15*1 cwt. 

The total production of the three main Com crops in England 
and Wales amounted to 3,749,000 tons as against 3,876,000 tons 
in 1924. This compares unfavourably with the average of the 
ten years 1914-1923 (4,255,000 tons), and even more so with the 
average over 1912-1914 which stood at 4,283,000 tons. 

The heavy shrinkage in the acreage under Beans in 1925 
naturally resulted in a greatly reduced production, the crop being 
estimated at only 159,000 tons as against 187,000 tons in 1924. 
The yield per acre was, however, excellent, being 2 cwt. above 
average. Over the period 1921-1924 the bean crop varied within 
the limits of 180,000 and 189,000 tons compared with 1914, when 
250,000 tons were produced. 

Tho total output of Peas also suffered owing to the drop in 
acreage, but the yield per acre was again above average, although 
in England slightly below that of 1924. From 1922-1924 the 
production of peas increased by 23,000 tons, after a loss of 29,000 
tons in 1921, but in 1925 the crop was 15,800 tons less than in 
1924. 

The increase of 41,000 acres in the area under Potatoes , coupled 
with the good yield, resulted in over half a million more tons being 
produced in 1925 than in 1924. The 3,214,000 tons compared 
favourably with the average of 3,148,000 tons for 1914-1923, and 
is the heaviest crop since the 4,012,000 tons of 1924. 

With the exception of 1921 the production of Turnips and 
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Swedes in 1925 was the smallest for the last twelve years, the re¬ 
duced acreage being accompanied by a somewhat poor yield per 
acre. The quantity of 9,198,000 tons produced in 1925 was over 2\ 
million tons below that of the previous year and compared very 
unfavourably with the average of 1914-1923 (11,617,000 tons). 

In 1925 Mangolds were again a good crop, the yield per acre 
being 20 tons as compared with the ten-year average of 19-1 tons. 
Owing, however, to the decreased acreage the total production 
fell by 693,000 tons. 

Although the yield of “ seeds ” hay at 30i cwt. per acre was 
again over-average, it fell 2 cwt. below the bumper crop of 1924, 
and consequently coupled with the somewhat reduced acreage 
the total production in 1925 fell to 2,562,000 tons as against 
2,787,000 tons in 1924. The yield per acre from pasturage also 
fell below that of 1924, the total crop declining by 674,000 tons 
to 4,538,000 tons. Nevertheless at 7,100,000 tons the total 
production of all kinds of hay was above the average of the ten 
years 1914-1925 (6,927,000 tons). 

As will be seen from Table ill, the production of Hops 
declined in every area except the Weald of Kent where the 
101,000 cwt. of 1925 was 24,000 cwt. above the 1924 crop. Kent 
accounted for 252,000 cwt. as against 304,000 cwt. in the pre¬ 
ceding year. Taking England as a whole the production fell 
from 444,000 cwt. in 1924, to 355,000 cvt. in 1925. Although the 
yield of 13*5 cwt. per acre in 1925 was quite >atisfactory it 
should be remembered that 1924 was an exceptionally good year, 
the yield per acre then being 17-1 cwt. as against the ten-year 
average of 11-0 cwt. 


Prices. 

The monthly index numbers prepared by the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Fisheries show that over 1925 prices of agri¬ 
cultural produce grown in this coimtry averaged out at 58 per 
cent, above pre-war as compared with 59 per cent, in 1924, 
56 per cent, in 1923, 69 per cent, in 1922, 123 per cent, in 1921 
and 191 per cent, in 1920. Although the decrease in the average 
of 1925 as a whole compared with the previous year was only 
slight, prices towards the end of 1925 were appreciably lower 
than in the same period of 1924, the average for October-Decem- 
ber 1925 being 53 per cent, above pre-war as compared with 63 
per cent, during the corresponding months in the previous year. 

Tables IV and V give the average prices of British Com dur¬ 
ing each week of 1925 and the annual averages for the last ten 
years. It will be seen that Wheat finished the year Id. per cwt. 
higher than it started, the highest and lowest levels being the 
13 s. lOd. and 10$. 3d. of February 14 and October 17 and 24 
respectively. At 12$. 2d. per cwt. for 1925 the price of British 
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Wheat was the highest annual average Bince 1921 when it stood 
at 16s. id. per cwt. Barley opened in January at 14s. 6 d. and 
closed at 10s. 6 d —a drop of 3s. lid. per cwt. An upward move¬ 
ment occurred in the Autumn, prices advancing from 10s. at 
1st August to 15s. 3d. at 5th September, thereafter relapsing at 
regular stages to 10s. 6d. The annual average price compared 
unfavourably with the former year (11s. 9d. as against 13s. Id.) 
but was better than in 1922 and 1923. Oats enjoyed a spell of 
about five months out of the twelve with prices exceeding 10s. 
per cwt. The year commenced with a figure of 9s. 9d. and closed 
at 9s. 3d., resulting in an annual average of 9s. 9d. This was the 
same as in the preceding year and 2d. in excess of 1923. 

In Tables VI and VII are given the monthly average prices 
of fat stock and milking cows for 1924 and comparisons of the 
annual averages since 1915. Over the year as a whole prices of 
cattle showed little variation from those prevailing in 1924. 
First quality Shorthorns fetchot 'Id. per stone dead weight and 
second quality beasts, 2d. less. Second quality Devons at 
12s. 6d. were 4d. higher than in the preceding year. With the 
exception of second quality Herefords prices of all grades of 
cattle were within Id. or 2d. per stone of those in 1923. In most 
instances, as usual, May was the peak month, the lowest levels 
being reached in October. Prices of milking cows were distinctly 
less favourable in 1925 than in 1924, the first quality Shorthorns 
in milk fetching £34 9s. per head as against £36 9s. per head and 
first quality Calvers £32 6s. as against £33 2s. The monthly 
returns are not absolutely complete owing to the closing of store 
markets during December due to outbreaks of foot-and-mouth 
disease, but the effect of this on the annual average is probably 
slight. 

Of the fat sheep Downs remained stationary at 16fd. per lb. 
for first quality and 14fd. per lb. for second quality. Longwools 
lost \d. per lb. over the year and Crossbreds \d. per lb. The 
general trend of prices showed an upward movement for the first 
three months of the year followed by a gradual fall. The gain 
recorded by first quality Downs of \d. per lb. in April was an 
outstanding feature. 

1925 seems to have been a good year for pig producers. 
First quality bacon pigs rose from 10s. 6d. to 12s. 6d. per stone 
dead weight, whilst first quality porkers gained Is. lOd. on 
11s. 5 d. Second qualities of both were equally satisfactory. 
Tho fall from May to August was followed by a well-maintained 
increase during the remaining four months of the year. 
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Table 1.—Acreage under Crops and Grass; and Number 
of Live Stock on the 4 th June, 1925, and 4 th June, 1924, 
in England and Wales. 


England 

(excluding Monmouth) 


Wales 

(including Monmouth) 


1025 | 1924 


1025 | 1024 


Total Area (excluding water) 


Acres 

32,037,243 


Acres 

5,008,762 


Total Acreage under Crops and Glass 1 
Arable Land 

Permanent Grass for Hay 
„ „ not for Hay 

Bough Grazings 

Wheat 

Barley 

Oats 

Mixed Corn 

Rye 

Beans 

Peas 

Potatoes 

Turnips and Swedes 
Mangold 

Cabbage for fodder, Kohl rabi and Rape 

Vetches or lares 

Lucerne 

Hope 

Small Fruit • 

Orchards * 

Clover, Sainfoin and Grisscs under Rota¬ 
tion, for Hay 

Clover, Sainfoin and Grasses under Rota 
tlon not for Hay 
Other (. rops 
Bare Fallow 


Horses used for Agiieulture ■ 

Stallions b< lug used for service 

Unbroken 

Other Horses on Agricultural Holdings 
Total op Horses 

Cows and Heifers in Milk 
Cows in Cali but not in Milk 
Heifers in talf 
Bulls being used for service 

(Two years and above 
Other Cattle ] One ^ car and under two 
\ Under one year 

Total oi Cattle 

Lwes kept for Breeding 

Rams and Ram Lambs to be used for sti vice 

Other Shr r t>f 0ne V Lttr and above 
Other »hupt Under on0 

Total op Shlep 

Sows kept for Breeding 
Boars Ik ing used for service 
Other Pigs . 


Total op Pigs 


22,065,590 

23,071,882 

| 2,789,896 

2,805,415 

10 000,453 

10,227,726 

681,600 

700,947 

1 719,300 

3,897,304 

592,326 

604,144 

I 0,245,837 

8,946,852 

1,615,070 

1,500,324 

1 3,418,704 

3,357,488 

1,605,589 

1,588,850 

1,476,292 

1^18,188 

23,336 

26,616 

1,264,081 

1,254,452 

52,827 

59,b20 

1,688,608 

1,851,827 

179 568 

186,121 

106,516 

115,631 

17,908 

18,899 

49,862 

58,314 

200 

328 

189,806 

240,667 

917 

1,127 

130 664 

170,442 

498 

720 

469,655 

428,566 

23,586 

23,676 

759,061 

781,394 

47,410 

49,070 

348,314 

178,090 

10,759 

11,670 

115,S27 

125,840 

11,812 

11,325 

87,002 

111,596 

506 

705 

53,851 

64,168 

169 

247 

26 256 

25,897 

— 

— 

67,406 

72,429 

856 

1,088 

232,715 

234,087 

5,166 

6,890 

1,537,316 

1,564,757 

184,773 

187,279 

738,722 

68o,80U 

12,914 

108,851 

230,463 

226 888 

2 420 

2,682 

457,147 

340,611 

6,057 

5,088 

No 

No 

No 

No 

686,915 

695,116 

86 285 

87,378 

3,653 

3,526 

1,147 

1,181 

110 295 

147,261 

24,441 

29,452 

34 416 

42,215 

10 469 

12,586 

172,547 

187,240 

25,082 

26 241 

1,016,826 

1,075,360 

147,414 

166,838 

1 765,655 

1,746,750 

269,506 

267,401 

268,607 

250,500 

31,050 

31 056 

346,311 

334,333 

12,143 

13,072 

73,906 

60,970 

12,136 

11,972 

886,128 

823,312 

88,716 

81,505 

093,021 

901,712 

184,666 

180,654 

1,011,737 

967,084 

109,848 

192 898 

5,345,265 

5,095,681 

818,065 

798,648 

4,084,551 

4,354,046 

1,712,640 

1,639,516 

130,447 

121,651 

50,177 

49,926 

2 110,509 

1,798,094 

581,182 

586 109 

| 5,158,247 

4,826,224 

1,547,141 

1 465,610 

12,08 3 7 r >r 

11,102,016 

3 891,040 

3,741/180 

288,770 

410,961 

~~ 27,675 

38,061 

22 094 

30,446 

1,484 

1,820 

2 129,728 

2,527,925 

171,696 

219,117 

2,441,501 

2,060,132 

202,855 

258,998 


1 Not including Rough Grazings 

1 Including Small Fruit in Orchards, whioh in 1025 totallod 31,162 acres in England and 
282 acres in Woles * Including Mares kept for breeding 
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Table II. —Total Produce, Acreage, and Yield per 

(a) in 1925 and 1924, with the Average yie 


Crops 


WHEAT. 

♦England 
t Wales . . 

Scotland 


Total Produce 

1925 I 1924 


Tons 

1,343,000 

17,000 

54,000 


Tons 

1,344,000 

10,000 


Acreage 

\ ~~ 

1925 I 1924 


Yield ' 

pel Acre Average of 
, the Ten 
1 Years 

1925 1924 ,1915-1924 


I 


23,336 


I 


CHEAT Britain . 1 , 414,000 


1,412,000 


BARLEY .5 

* England . . 

1 Wales . 
Scotland . . 

Great Britain . 

OATS. 

♦England . . . 

t Wales . . 

Scotland 

Great Britain . 

BEAKS. 

♦England. . . 

t Wales . . . 

Scotland 

Great Britain . 

PEA8. 

♦England. . . 

tWalcs . . . 

Scotland . . 

Great Britain . 


975,000 I 077,000 
35,000 37,000 

143,000 120,000 


1,153,000 I 1,143,000 


1,278,000 

101,000 

716,000 


2,095,000 I 


158,400 

600 

3,000 


161,900 


64,300 I 
100 , 
30 I 


1,401,000 

08,000 

701,000 


8?7 


179,400 

923,995 


I 


680 I 
3,500 . 


80,100 

100 

23 


3,409 


_ r 


139 | 
60 I 


64,430 1 80,223 (/) 88,546 (f) 108,358 14 6 14 8 


Cwt. 

Cwt. 

I Cwt 

18 2 

17 7 

17-2 

15 1 . 

14 3 

15 0 

22 4 

19 8 

211 

18 3 ' 

17 7 

1 

1 

154 

15 6 

1 

1 14 7 

13 2 

123 | 

13 2 

18 6 

17 1 | 

_I 

| 16 9 

1 

1 15 7 

15 6 1 

I 14*8 

15 1 

15 1 

13 7 

11 2 

10 5 

11 1 

15 5 

14 7 

143 

15 0 

14 7 i 

13 7 

17 7 

36 4 

15 4 

153 

15 6 

154 

17 6 

18 7 

191 

17 7 ‘ 

16 5 

15 5 

14*0 1 

14 8 1 

136 

12 2 l 

89 I 

111 

98 1 

83 

11 1 

14 6 

14 8 

136 


* Excluding Monmouth. t Including Monmouth. 

(a) The particulars for Scotland have l>een furnished by the Boaid of Agriculture for 
Scotmnd. 

(b) Including Bore. 

(?) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting in 1925 to 132 acres) the produce of which was 
cut green 

(d) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting in 1925 to 246 acics) the produce of which was 
cut green. 

(?) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting in 1925 to 565 acres) the produce of which was 
cut green. 

(f) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting In 1925 to 11,510 acres of beans and 43,078 
acres of i»eas) the produce of which was cut or picked green. 
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Acre oj each of the Principal Crops in Great Britain 
per acre of (he Ten Years 1915-1924. 



1 Total Produco 

' Acreage 

1 Yield 
i ner Acre 

Average of 






1 


the Ten 

Crops 


1 


i 



Years 


1926 

1 1924 

1926 

1924 

1926 

1924 

1916-1924 

POTATOES. 

Tons 

Tons 

Acns 

Acres 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

•England . . 

3,078,000 

1 2,590,000 

409,055 

428,500 

66 

60 

62 

t Wales . . . 

1 10 000 

100,000 

21,530 

21,070 

58 

45 

5 1 

Scotland . . 

90 r >,000 

845,000 

142,155 

138,281 

70 

61 

0 5 

(iRtAi Britain . 

4,209,000 

j 3,541,000 

615,390 

1 

| 590,523 

66 

0 0 

02 

TURNIPS 


1 


| 




AND SWEDES. 








•England . . 

8,580,000 

10,938,000 

758,070 

781,825 

11 3 

14 0 

f 12 5 

tWales . . . 

012,000 

000,000 

47,410 

| 49,070 

12 9 

12 2 

1 31 7 

Scotland . . 

0,315,000 

0,752,000 

395,940 

405,093 

1 

17 2 

10 6 

1 10 7 

Great Britain 

10,013,000 

18,290,000 

1 

g 1,201,420 j? 1,230,588 

13 3 

14 8 

13 8 

MANGOLDS. 








•England 

0,940,000 

7,050,000 

1 347,220 

370,478 

2u 0 

20 1 1 

19 1 

tWales . . . 

190,000 

173,000 

10,759 I 

11,570 

17 7 

14 9 

171 

Scotland . . 

20,900 

22,700 

1,117 | 

1,310 

18 7 

17 2 

18 5 

Grlat Briiain 

7,150,900 

j 7,845,700 \(h) 359,102 

(h) 389,304 

19 9 

20 2 | 

191 

HAY from 




1 


1 


Clover, Sain¬ 








foin, AO. 



| 


cwt 

cwt. 

cwt. 

•England . . 

2,141,000 

2,542,000 

1 1,537,115 

1,504,767 

30 5 

32 5 

28 9 

tWales . . . 

221,000 

245,000 

184,771 

187,279 

24 0 

20 2 

24 8 

Scotland . . 

047,000 

720,000 

| 403,097 

415,322 

321 

34 7 

31 1 

Great Britain . 

3,209,000 

3,507,000 

2,125,185 

2,107,358 

30 2 

32 4 

29 0 

— 


--1 

L 

i 

— 

— 

I 

- 

HAY from 






1 


Permanent 








Grass. 








•England. . . 

3,999,000 

4,592,000 

3,719,300 

3,807,304 

215 

23 0 

210 

tWales . . 

539,000 

020,000 , 

592,320 

004,144 

18 2 

20 5 

19 4 

Scotland . . 

245,000 

254,000 

150,244 

154,705 

313 

32 8 

1 

30 5 

Great Britain . j 

4,783,000 

5,460,000 J 

4,407,870 J 

# 

4,056,213 

214 

23 5 ^ 

211 


(ff) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting in 1925 to 975 acres) on which the crops were 
grown for the production of seed. 

(A) Exclusive of a certain area (amounting in 1925 to 1,088 acres) on which the crops 
we ’ grown for the production of seed. 
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Table III. —Hops :—Total Produce, Acreage, and Yield per 
Acre, in 1925 and 1924, in each County of England in which 
Hops were grown ; and the Average Yield of the Ten Years 
1915-1924. 


Counties 


Total for England , 

/East . . , 

Mid . . . , 

Kent-1 Weald . . 


\ Total Kent 
Hampshire 
Surrey . 

Sussex . 

Hereford 
Worcester . 

Other Counties > 


Total Produce . 

1 Acreage 

Yield per Acre 

1 Average 
of the 

1 Ten 
Years 

11915-24 

1925 

I 

1924 | 

i 

| 1925 

1924 

| 1925 

1924 

Cwt. 

Cwt 

Acres 

Acios | 

I Cwt. 

(. wt 

Cwt. 

355,000 

444,000 

26,256 

25,897 

1 13 6 

17 1 

j, 110 

63,000 

70,000 

. 3,693 

3,650 

171 

19-2 

.1 119 

88,000 

109,000 

5,418 1 

5,411 1 

16 2 

20-2 

1 12-9 

101,000 

125,000 

7,150 | 

6,897 | 

14-2 

181 

1, 

252,000 

304,000 

16,261 

15,967 

15 5 

191 

|* 12 0 

1 13,000 

16,000 

1 1,045 

1,037 

12 3 

15 3 

II 101 

I 2,200 

4,200 

1 179 

216 

12-2 

19 5 

'1 90 

28,000 

44,000 

^.413 

2,389 

116 

18 2 

10 5 

40,000 

50,000 

1 4,186 

4,101 

9-5 

12-3 

86 

19,000 

l 25,000 

2,059 

2,080 

1 9-3 

11 9 

9-1 

050 

1,200 |( 113 

107 

84 

108 

7-0 


Salop, Gloucester and Boikshlre. 


Table IV .—Average Prices of British Corn per cwt. (of 112 
Imperial Standard lbs.) 1 in England and Wales , as ascer¬ 
tained under the Com Returns Act , 1882, and the Com 
Sales Act , 1921, in each Week of the Year 1925. 


1925 

Received in Week Ended 

Wheat 

Barley 

Oats 




8. 

i 

d. 

8. 

d. 

a. d. 

January 

3 . 


12 

4 

14 

5 

9 9 

19 

10 . 

. 

12 

9 

14 

10 

9 11 

99 

17 . 


13 

1 

14 

9 

10 

1 

99 

24 . 


13 

2 

14 

8 

10 2 

99 

31 . 


13 

4 

14 

0 

10 2 

February 

7 . 


13 

8 

13 

5 

10 3 

„ 

14 . 


13 

10 

13 

1 

10 3 

„ 

21 . 


13 

7 

12 

8 

10 

1 

»• 

28 . 


13 

5 

12 

4 

9 11 

March 

7 . 


13 

5 

12 

2 

9 9 


14 . 


13 

5 

11 

6 

9 9 


21 


13 

4 

11 

5 

9 9 

April 

28 . 


12 

11 

11 

1 

9 9 

4 . 


12 

6 

10 

10 

9 5 


11 . 


12 

3 

10 

9 

9 7 


18 . 


12 

2 

10 

4 

9 6 

May 

25 . 


12 

2 

10 

7 

9 6 

2 . 


12 

4 I 

10 

4 

9 9 

99 

9 . 


12 

6 1 

10 

8 

9 11 

99 

16 . 


12 

8 

10 

6 

10 0 

99 

23 . 


12 

10 

10 

5 1 

10 4 

99 

30 . 

.... i 

12 

11 

1 

10 

J_ 1 

10 5 


A 1 Section 8 of the Corn Returns Act, 1882, as amended by Section (2) of the Com Sales 
Act, 1921, provides that in the weekly summary of quantities and prices each sort of British 
corn shall be computed with reference to the hundredweight of one hundred and twelve 
imperial standard pounds 
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Table IV— continued. 


1925 

Beceived in Week Ended 

Wheat 

Barley 

Oats 



8 

d. 

8. 

d. 

8. 

d. 

June 

6. 

13 

0 

10 

5 

10 


»» 

13. 

13 

0 

10 

6 

1 10 

5 

„ 

20. 

12 

10 i 

10 

2 

10 

4 


27. 

12 

7 1 

10 

0 

1 10 

5 

July 

4 .... . 

12 

3 

0 

10 

10 

5 

»» 

11. 

11 

11 i 

10 

2 

10 

2 

„ 

18. 

11 

9 

10 

0 

10 

4 

„ 

25 ..... 

11 

0 

10 

4 

10 

4 

August 

1 . 

11 

11 

10 

0 

10 

3 

»» 

8. 

11 

10 

11 

2 

10 

3 

M 

15. 

11 

9 

12 

1 

10 

1 

•> 

22. 

11 

9 

13 

10 

9 

11 

9t 

29. 

11 

7 

14 

6 

9 

8 

September 

5 . 

11 

8 

15 

3 

9 

9 

99 

12 . . . 

11 

8 

14 

4 

0 

8 

99 

10 . 

11 

6 

13 

7 

0 

8 

99 

26 . . 

11 

3 

13 

4 

9 

7 

October 

3 . 

10 

11 

12 

9 

9 

6 


10 . ... 

10 

4 

12 

5 

9 

4 


17 . 

10 

3 

12 

4 

9 

2 

99 

24 . 

10 

3 

12 

1 

0 

1 

99 

31 .... 

10 

7 

11 

11 

, 9 

0 

November 

7 . 

10 

11 

11 

8 

1 9 

0 


14 . 

11 

1 1 

11 

9 

0 

1 

99 

21 . 

11 

3 

11 

5 

9 

2 

99 

28 . 

11 

5 

11 

3 

9 

1 

December 

5 . 

11 

10 

10 

0 

9 

3 


12 . 

12 

3 

10 

10 

0 

3 


19 . 

12 

7 

10 

8 

0 

4 


26 . 

12 

G i 

10 

6 

9 

3 

Average for year 

12 

2 1 

1) 

9 

9 

9 

Table V.—Annual Average Prices per cwt. \ 

[of 112 Impen 


Standard lbs.) of British Wheat, Barley, and Oats, in 


England and Wales , in each year from 1916 to 1925, as 
ascertained under the Com Returns Act , 1882, and the Com 
Sales Act , 1921 ; with the Value of £100 of Tithe Rent- 
Charge. 


Year 


Annual Average Price per cwt. 


Value of Tithe 
Bent-Charge of 



Wheat 

Barley 

Oats 


£100 

! 

8. 

d. 

8. 

d. 

*. 

d. 

£ 

8. 

d. 

1916 . . 

13 

7 

15 

0 

12 

0 

92 

1 

o* 

1917 . . 1 

17 

8 

18 

1 

17 

11 

109 

3 

11 

1918 . . ! 

17 

0 

10 

6 

17 

9 

1 109 

3 

11 

1919 . . 1 

17 

0 

21 

2 

18 

9 

109 

3 

11 

1920 . . 

18 

10 

25 

0 

20 

5 

109 

3 

11 

1921 . . 

16 

8 

14 

7 

12 

3 

109 

3 

11 

1922 . . . 

11 

2 

11 

2 

10 

5 

109 

3 

11 

1923 . . 1 

9 

10 

9 

5 

9 

7 

109 

3 

11 

1924 

11 

6 

13 

1 

9 

9 

109 

3 

11 

1925 

12 

2 

11 

9 

9 

9 

*109 

3 

11 


1 The Titho Act, 1918, fixes the value of Tithe Bent-Charge, up to the year 1925 inclusive, 
a the sum payable In 1918, i.e. the value based on tho septennial averages for the period 
ended 1917. 

* As regards any sum becoming payable in respect of Titho Bent-Charge before the 
appointed day to be fixed by Order in Council under the Tithe Act, 1925, the value is to be 
taken at £109 3*. lid. for every £100 Tithe Bent-Charge, commuted value (see Sections 1 
and 25 of the Titho Act, 1925). ^ 
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Table VI—Monthly Average Prices of Fat Stock and Milking 
Cows in England and Wales during the Year 1925 


Description 1 Jan lob jttar I April May June i July | Aug Sopt Oct Nov Det Year 


Per cwt live wiight 


Fat Cattle 


8 

d 8 

d 

8 

d\ 8 d 8 

d 8 

d 8 

d 8 

d 

* 

d 8 

d 

8 

d 8 

d 8 d 

bhorthorns 

1 

>9 

3 j9 

2 

>9 

11 01 4 63 

0 62 

2 )9 

9 59 

3 

at 

8a7 


>8 

6 60 

559 11 


2 

51 

4al 

10 

52 

3 53 11 55 

3 55 

0 >3 

152 

b 

•>1 

4 49 

2 

49 

1|50 11 52 2 

Hert fords 

1 

58 1060 

5 

61 

9 62 11 65 

0 63 

260 

859 

3 

>8 10 57 

0 

58 

1159 

760 5 


2 

52 

1 >4 

1 

55 

5|56 7 57 

2 55 

9 53 

151 11 

51 

5 50 

1 

>0 

8 52 

753 5 

Ucions 

1 

57 

6,57 

10 

59 

9 58 11 61 

3 60 

959 

157 

9 

a7 

8 56 

9 

59 

3 60 

0 58 10 


2 

52 

052 

6 

54 

0 54 2 55 

156 

052 

651 

3 

52 

4 47 

0 

15 

6,50 

951 11 

I it Cows 

1 

t> 10 46 

7 

46 

11 47 9 48 

10 48 

445 

544 

7 

44 

7 42 

10 

43 

745 

145 10 


2 

18 

838 

6! 

38 

11 39 9 40 

9 39 11 18 

2 37 

9 

17 

1 1) 

7 

35 

8 36 

1038 2 


IN r stone dead weight 




h 

d 8 

d 

8 

(1 

8 

d 

8 

d 

d 8 

d s 

d 

8 

d 1 

8 

d s 

a 8 

d 

8 

d 

Short horns 

1 

13 

413 

6 

13 

8 

13 

8 

13 

813 

713 

4 13 

4 

13 

112 

10 13 

013 

2 

n 

4 



11 

811 

11 

12 

0 

12 

2 

12 

312 

211 

1011 

10 

11 

8 

11 

r 11 

611 

5 

li 

10 

Ilerefoids 

1 

12 

S 12 

10 

14 

0 

14 

0 

14 

013 

713 

1 13 

4 

13 

0 

12 

912 

913 

0 

n 

3 


2 

11 

8 - 

_ 

12 

0 

12 

6 

12 

013 

212 

512 

9 

12 

3 

n 

811 

711 

5 

12 

) 

Devons 

1 

13 1013 

10 

14 

1 

14 

4 

14 

314 

213 

813 

9 

13 

6 

13 

113 

511 

10 

13 

10 


o 

12 

512 

r 

12 

7 

13 

0 

12 

10 12 

712 

a 12 

8.12 

311 

1112 

312 

9 

12 

6 

Fat Cowb 

1 

10 

5 10 

>' 

10 

7 

10 

9 

10 

910 

810 

0 10 

5ll0 

110 

110 

no 

6 

10 

6 


2 

8 

7 8 

8 

8 

9 

8 

11 

9 

0 8 11 8 10 8 

9 I 

8 

8 I 

8 

5 8 

9 8 

9 

8 

9 


Per head 


Mu KINO Cows 


1 £ s £ 

8 £ 

8 £ 

8 £ 

* £ s £ 8 £ s £ 

s £ 

s £ s 

£ 8 

£ 8 

Shuithom8 
for Milk 1 

1 

1 

i515 n 

r n 

14 33 

10 13 

18 13 4 o4 634 17 14 

9 i> 

9 14 19 

_i 

14 9 

1 

2 

,28 6 27 

1126 

6 26 

4 26 

625 17 26 1326 17-6 

1027 

C 26 5 

_i 

20 15 

Calvere 

1 

13 132 

2 31 

13 30 

17 31 

1131 6,12 31 9 11 

5 13 10 32 10 

._i 

32 6 


2 

26 15 26 

1 25 

9 2a 

2 25 

1025 625 11-a 1925 1926 

6 24 13 

_i 

25 14 


Per lb 




d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

^AL CALM'S 

1 

13} 

Hi 

Hi 

H* 

H* 

Hi 

134 

131 

in 


j 

lU 

12 

12 

I-! 

n* 

12* 

n* 

11V 

ii* 

Tat Sum p 











Downs 

1 

18} 

m 

19 

19* 

17* 

17 

16* 

16 

15* 


2 

m 

16* 

17 

17 

16 

15 

14 

13* 

134 

longvot Is 

1 

r 

17* 

18 

18 

16* 

15* 

H* 

14 

13* 


2 

14* 

15 

h* 

15 

a3| 

12* 

12 

Hi 

11 

Crossbreds 

1 

18 

18i 

18* 

18* 

17? 

16* 

16* 

i&* 

1 H* 


2 

16 

16i 

16* 

16* 

15* 

14* 

13* 

13} 

I 12* 


d 

124 

10* 


14} 

12 * 

\? 

Hi 


d 

d 

d 

12* 

1-* 

13* 

11 

11 

11* 

15 

14* 

16* 

12* 

12* 

14* 

13* 

n* 

15* 

111 

10* 

12* 

H* 

144 

16* 

12* 

i4 

14* 


Per stone dead weight 


Fat Pigs 
B acon Pigs 

Porkers 



















8 

d t> 

d 8 

d 8 

d 

8 d 8 

d 

8 

d 8 

d 8 d 8 

d 8 

d 8 

d 

8 

d 

1 

11 

912 

3 12 

912 11 12 211 

6 

11 

512 

012 1113 

313 

514 

0 

12 

6 

2 

10 

611 

111 

811 

9 

ii no 

6 

10 

610 1111 1112 

212 

013 

0 

11 

5 

| 1 

12 

813 

013 

6,13 

7 

12 1012 

1 

12 

0 12 

713 714 

014 

515 

1 

13 

3 

1 2 

11 

611 

10|12 

412 

6 

11 911 

V 1 

0|11 

712 613 

013 

514 

1 

12 

2 


1 The mij >nty oi the store mirkits were closed o^ing to loot and Mouth Discise Restrictions 
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Table VII.—Yearly Average Prices of Fat Stock and Milking 
Cows in England and Wales during the Years 1915-1925. 


Description 1915 1910 1917 1918 1919 19201 1921 1922 11923 1924 1925 


Per stone dead weight 


Fai Cattle 


$ 

d 

8 

d h 

d 1 a 

d 8 

d 

8 

d 

A 

d 

A 

d 

H 

d a 

d\ 

8 

d 

Shorthorns 

1 

11 

9 

13 

8,17 

9 10 

818 

4 

21 

9 

19 

10 

14 

9 

11 

0 13 

7 

1 1 

4 



10 

0 

12 

010 

3 10 

818 

4 

20 

9 

18 

0 

12 

10 

11 

11 12 

0 

11 

10 

Herefords . . 

T 

ill 

10 

13 

917 

7 10 

818 

4 

21 

9 

19 

8 

14 

3 

13 

3 13 

3 

11 

3 


2 

lio 

8 

12 

7il0 

3 10 

818 

4 

21 

1 

— 

— 

12 

10 

11 

9 12 

4 

12 

2 

Divons . . 

1 

11 

11 

11 

717 

b 10 

8 18 

4 

21 

10 

20 

4 

15 

0 

11 

9 13 

10 1 1 10 


2 

10 

10 

12 

1 10 

0 10 

8 18 

4 

-l 

> 

18 

Kill 

5 

12 

4 12 

- 

1 

0 


Ter head 


Milking Cows: 


£ 

8 £ 

8 £ 

A £ 

8 £ 

8 £ 

8 £ 

8 

£ 

8 1 £ 

< £ 

8 £ 

s 

Shorthorns. 
Shorthorns in 
inilk . . 

1 

2b 

b 14 

5 45 

1 j3 

15 52 

11 01 

6 >4 

13 

39 

3 30 

0^30 

9 ,4 

9 


o 

21 

14 27 

10 35 

14,41 

10 39 

3 48 

9 41 

19 

30 

8 28 

8 28 10 20 15 

Cnhtrs . . 

1 

24 

18132 19 42 

248 

17 47 

14 o8 

1 50 

19 

35 

15 13 

8 33 

2 32 

0 



20 

15'20 

13 33 

15'38 

19 10 

8 4a 

7 40 

6 

28 

12 20 

5 27 

7 25 

14 


Tir lb 


■ 

Veal Calves . 

1 

d 

ioi 

d 

12* 

1 d 

10 

1 d 

n* 

d d 

1 3* 21 

d 

18 1 

d 

I Hi 

d 

n* 

d 

13* 

d 

13* 

Fat Sheep 

Downs . . 

2 

91 

11 

14* 

13* 

11* 18 

15* 

n* 

11* 

11* 

11* 

1 

11 

n* 

10* 

1H 

17 

23 

19* 

18* 

10* 

10* 103 


> 

10 

12 

15 

i>* 

17 

2IJ 

[ 17 

l r >* 

14* 

14* 1 14* 

I ongwools 

1 

, 10 * 

1 12* 

15* 

i4 

17] 

223 

t 18 

10* 

lol 

15* 

1 15* 


2 

9* 

u* 

14* 

i>* 

17 

21] 

\ !•>* 

14* 

1H 

13* I 

1 12* 

Crossbreds 

1 

1 11 

13* 

lb* 

lb 

17 

22] 

f ]9 f 

17* 

10* 

10* 1 

1 10* 


2 

10 

12 

15 

| 15* 

17] 

213 

17* 

1 >* 

14* 

14* 

14* 


Per stone dead weight 


Tat Pigs 

1 

8 

d 

8 

d i 8 

d 8 

d 

1 

8 

d 8 d | 8 

d 

8 

A 

A 

d 8 

d 

Jiacon Pigs 

1 

9 

7 

12 

4'10 

719 

0 

21 

2 24 817 

0 

14 

012 

3 10 

0 12 

0 


1 2 

9 

0 

11 

7 15 

9'19 

0 

21 

2123 3,15 

5 

12 

7111 

0 9 

4 11 

5 

Porkers 

1 1 

10 

0 13 

2 17 

2 19 

0 

21 

2 25 10|18 

10 

15 

7 13 

10 11 

513 

3 


2 

9 

0 12 

0 10 

5 19 

0 21 

224 2 17 

4| 14 

3 12 

810 

412 

2 
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Table VIII.—Quantities and Declared Values of Imports of the 
principal Agricultural Commodities into Oreat Britain and 
Northern Ireland in 1924 and 1925, with the Average of Imports 
into the United Kingdom for the Tears 1911 to 1913. 


Quantities 


Commodities 

Annual 

\UTJg< , 

1924* 

1925f 

Grain and Altai 

1911-13 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Wheat. 

5.225,407 

5,871,026 

4,886,667 

Wheat Meal and Flour . 

517,213 

552,293 

450,093 

Barley. 

1,118.516 

1,082,818 

793,685 

Oat b. 

912,268 

515,787 

425,123 

Oatmeal (including Groats 
and Rolled Oats) . . 

4°,285 

44,428 

38,525 

Peas. 

112,485 

89,017 

71,104 

Beans (other than If uric ots) 

63,771 

02,666 

53,182$ 

Maize. 

2,191,910 

1,883,351 

1,382,409 

Maize Meal and Flour 

29,099 

86,711 

144,437 

Meat. 

Beef. 

443,922 

680,537 

| 688,084 

Mutton and Lamb . . 

267,257 

260,544 

1 279,880 

Pork (Inc hiding Bacon and 
Hams). 

316,979 

542,064 

1 517,754 

Unenuincratcd (Including 
Rabbits) .... 

75,492 

25,000 

40,893 

Total Dead Meat . . . 

1,101,050 

( l 

1,508,211 

1 1,526,611 

Butter. 

207 448 

264,362 

292,725 

Cln esc. 

1 115,908 ! 

144,3”6 

155,108 

Milk, Condensed . . . 

i 60,486 

110,719 

112,081 

Gt. Bunds 1 fit UundB 

, Gt llunds 

Egro. 

19,907,0 13 

20,279,499 

121,914,042 


Declared Values 


Annual 

A%eiage, 1924* 


1911-13 

£ 

43,008,074 

5,714,439 

8,071,609 

5,800,459 

602,913 

1,103,733 

471,456 

12,092,004 

215,885 


15,964,027 

10,331,026 

19,781,134 

3,030,963 

49,107,150 

24,346,157 

7,196,490 

2,140,602 

8,020,894 


£ 

09,003,960 

8,325,334 

12,093,314 

4,310,061 

878,447 

1,601,969 

789,900 

10,994,379 

919,943 


31,075,374 

20,087,815 

50,847,545 

1,660,647 

104,571,381 

49,647,492 

13,552,406 

5,739,485 

15,475,588 


, 1925t 


£ 

68,456,570 

8,263,526 

8,573,428 

3,763,479 

797,223 

1,447,726 

797,023$ 

13,103,352 

1,411,742 


36,826,675 

22,814,831 

57,696,030 

2,561,622 

119,899,158 

53,216,141 

15,711,615 

5,073,608 

10,660,510 


* Devised figures t Subject to revision. $ Includes Haricots. 

Note .—The figures for 1924 and 1925 include the trade of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
with the Irish Kjcc State, ami exclude the diicct foreign trade of the Irish Free State. 


Imports. 

Tn Table VIII are given the quantities and values of imports 
of the principal agricultural commodities into Great Britain and 
Ireland in 1924 and 1925. Although for purposes of comparison 
with pre-War trade the average annual imports during 1911-1913 
are also given, these figures relate to imports into the United 
Kingdom as a whole and thus include direct imports to what is 
now the Irish Free State. It must also be borne in mind that 
the imports into Great Britain and Northern Ireland in 1924 
and 1925 include imports from the Irish Free State and conse¬ 
quently comparison of the figures for these years with those of 
1911-1913 are apt to be misleading in the case of commodities 
like pork (including bacon), butter and eggs. 

Grain and Meal. 

The total imports of Wheat into Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland in 1925 uere only 4,887,000 tons as against 5,871,000 
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tons in 1924, but the decline in the total value was proportionately 
much less. So far as the countries of supply are concerned, the 
most striking change was that in imports from the Argentine 
which fell from an average of 1 million cwt. in each of the years 
1923 and 1924 to only half a million in 1925. On the other hand, 
Australian imports totalled 800,000 tons in 1925 as against 
230,000 tons in 1923 and 540,000 tons in 1924. Of the other 
main sources of supply, Canada sent 1,500,000 tons in 1925 as 
against nearly 2 million tons in 1924. Receipts from the United 
States were 1,400,000 tons and from British India about 400,000 
tons. 

The imports of wheat-meal and flour in 1925 were 200,000 
tons from Canada, 1,400,000 tons from the United States and 
70,000 tons from Australia. 

The Barley imports fell considerably in both quantity and 
value in 1925. The principal sources of supply of this com¬ 
modity were the United States which sent 280,000 tons, Canada 
150,000 tons, Chile 38,000 tons and Australia 17,000 tons. 

The imports of Oats showed a decline in 1925, the principal 
shrinkage being in the imports from the Argentine which totalled 
only 65,000 tons as against 176,000 tons in 1924. The quantities 
from Canada and United States remained about the same as 
before, at about 150,000 tons from the former and 110,000 tons 
from the latter, and 43,000 tons were received from the Irish 
Free State. 

The imports of Maize were considerably below the levels of 
both 1923 and 1924. Of the supply received in 1925 the bulk 
came from the Argentine (840,000 tons), the principal other 
individual source of supply being Roumania, from which 70,000 
tons were received. 


Meat . 

Supplies of imported meat in 1925 were dearer than in the 
previous year, an increase of 1 per cent, in the total quantity 
being accompanied by an increase of 14 5 per cent, in the value 
declared at the Ports. Of the beef supplies 412,000 tons (of 
which 375,000 tons came from the Argentine) arrived in the 
form of chilled meat and 206,000 tons as frozen (including 76,000 
from the Argentine and 68,000 from Australia). Practically all 
the mutton was frozen, the principal contributors being New 
Zealand with 125,000 tons and Argentina with 92,000 tons. Of 
the supplies of jpig-meat in 1925 374,000 tons arrived as bacon 
(including 187,000 tons from Denmark, 75,000 tons from the 
United States, 63,000 tons from Canada and 23,000 tons from 
the Irish Free State), 76,000 tons as hams (including 65,000 tons 
fiom the United States), 50,000 tons as fresh pork (40,000 tons 
from Holland and 9,000 tons from the Irish Free State) and 



156 


Agricultural Statistics , 1925 . 


10,000 tons as frozen (principally from the United States). Of 
the meat stuffs not separately enumerated the highest single item 
was that of 15,000 tons of rabbits (mainly Australian frozen). 

Although not shown in the table attached to this article, 
account must also be taken of the imports of live animals for 
food. The total number of cattle arriving in 1925 was over 
800,000 valued at £15,748,000 (including 688,000 head valued at 
£12,731,000 from the Irish Free State and 110,000 head valued 
at £2,959,000 from Canada). The Irish Free State also sent 
400,000 head of sheep and lambs valued at £1,209,000, together 
with nearly 98,000 pigs valued at over £619,000. 

Dairy Produce. 

Tho Butter supply increased in 1925 to a total supply of nearly 
293,000 tons, of which 83,000 tons came from Denmark, 63,000 
tons from New Zealand, 58,000 ton \ from Australia, 24,000 tons 
from Argentine, 20,000 tons from the Irish Free State and nearly 
15,000 tons from Russia. Of the Cheese supply of 155,000 tons, 
nearly 70,000 tons were received from New Zealand, 63,000 tons 
from Canada, 8,000 tons from Italy and 7,000 tons from Holland. 
In the case of Condensed Milk it will be noticed that although the 
imports increased slightly in quantity from 110,700 tons in 1924 
to 112,000 tons in 1925 the value decreased frojji £5,739,000 to 
£5,074,000. Imports of Eggs increased somewhat in 1925, the 
principal supplies being (the figures being in great hundreds in 
each case) 5,836,000 from Denmark, 4,567,000 from the Irish 
Free State, 1,692,000 from the Netherlands and about 1 million 
each from Egypt, China and Poland. 

Total Imports. 

Although it is not possible within tho limits of this article to 
attempt any general valuation of the total imports of food sup¬ 
plies and other agricultural produce to this country, it may be 
noted that of the £335 million spent on food imports in 1925 
(£317 million on the commodities enumerated in the Table and 
£17 J million on live meat), some £106 million went on the pur¬ 
chase of grain and meal, £137£ million on meat (of which £120 
million was on dead meat), and £91 million on butter, cheese, 
milk and eggs. It may be of interest to add that of the total 
amount so spent, £193 million went to foreign countries, £110 
million to British Dominions and £24 million to the Irish Free 
State. 

R. E. Stanley. 

42 Handford Road, 

Bruton, S.W.9. 
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NOTES, COMMUNICATIONS AND REVIEWS. 

SIR J. BOWEN BOWEN-JONES, BART. 

Fob a period of wellnigh sixty years there were few, if any, 
names better known in agricultural circles than John Bowen 
Jones, latterly known as Sir J. Bowen Bowen-Jones, Bart. 

John Bowen Jones was bom in London in 1840, and was 
the eldest surviving son of John Jones, of the City of London 
and of Eaton House, in the Parish of Tottenham, Middlesex, 
Merchant, by Anne, daughter of Thomas Bowen, of the Parish 
of Welshpool. He was educated at Tottenham Grammar 
School and at Cirencester College, where lie graduated R.R.A.C. 
in 1859. In September 1863 he married Elizabeth Margaret, 
daughter of Mr. Evan Bowen, of Ensdon House, Montford. 
Unfortunately his wife, tv ho died in 1904, did not live to experi¬ 
ence the satisfaction she would have felt when, in recognition 
of his public services, he was created a Baronet in 1911. 

From 1863 to 1872 he farmed m partnership with Mr. Evan 
Bowen at Ensdon House, but on the dissolution of the partner¬ 
ship, Mr. J. Bowen Jones took over the farm with the pedigree 
stock. With characteristic energy and perseverance he steadily 
built up his reputation as a breeder of Shropshire Sheep and 
Hereford Cattle, his name in connection with the breeding of 
Shropshire Sheep being known the world over, the Ensdon 
House flock being largely drawn upon for export, mainly to 
the United States and Canada. 

He was not content with being a mere breeder and ex¬ 
hibitor, and he became associated with various organisations 
having for their objects the improvement of agriculture, and 
this active interest he sustained for a period of fully sixty 
years. 

As early as 1867 Sir Bowen Bowen-Jones joined the Royal 
Agricultural Society, in fact, at the time of his death he was 
the “ Father ” of the Council, having been elected to the Society’s 
governing body in 1871. During the period of moro than half 
a century Sir Bowen served the Society in many offices. He 
was a steward of implements from 1881 to 1883 and from 1897 
to 1899 ; he was a steward of forage in 1884, a steward of stock 
from 1890 to 1893, and steward of the Agricultural Education 
Exhibition from its inception in 1903 till 1914. He was also 
one of the original members of the National Agricultural Examina¬ 
tion Board. In his younger days Sir Bowen took a prominent 
part in the work of many standing committees, but he will 
probably be best remembered for his activities as Chairman 
for several years of the Chemical and Woburn Committee. 
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Among Sir Bowen’s contributions to the Society’s Journal was 
an article on “ Typical Farms in Cheshire,” which he wrote in 
connection with the Society’s visit to Chester in 1893. 

Sir Bowen had been elected a Vice-President in 1905 and 
a Trustee in 1909. He filled the office of President in the year 
1919 for the Cardiff meeting, the first post-war show, which 
will be remembered as the most successful ever held up to that 
time. 

He had frequently officiated as Judge of Shropshire Sheep 
and Hereford Cattle at the R.A.S.E., Bath and West of England, 
Smith Held, Birmingham, Highland, Royal Dublin, and other 
agricultural shows. He had also acted as Judge and Reporter 
on R.A.S.E. Prize Farms. In the formation of the Shropshire 
Sheep Breeders’ Association in 1882 he took a leading part, and 
was its President from its inception until 1915, a period of 
thirty-three years. The first volume of the Shropshire Flock 
Book, published in 1883, conta ^ a short article from Sir 
Bowen’s pen on the antiquity and history of the breed.' 

A recital of Sir Bowen’s activities in connection with agricul¬ 
ture or the public good is largely the story of most of the im¬ 
portant movements and developments of the past fifty years. 
He was a member of the Government Commission on Pleuro¬ 
pneumonia and Tuberculosis, which reported in 1888, and was 
one of the Royal Commissioners for the improvement of the 
breeding of horses. He was Past President of the Farmers* 
Club (London), Smithfield Club, National Sheep Breeders’ 
Association, Shropshire and West Midland Agricultural Society, 
Midland Farmers’ Club, Royal Agricultural College Club, and 
of the Shropshire Chamber of Agriculture, of which he was for 
some few years Honorary Secretary. 

In his own county, agricultural organisations for over half 
a century had in Sir Bowen one of their hardest workers. It 
must remain one of the many marvels in the life of this re¬ 
markable man that in addition to his services to agriculture 
in all parts of the country he found time to devote himself to 
some of the heaviest duties in local government work. He 
was for a quarter of a century Chairman of the Salop County 
Council, but for ten years before that he had been Chairman 
of the Atcham Board of Guardians. During his many years 
on that Board he did valuable work and his name became 
known throughout the Poor Law world for his able report, 
published in 1890, on the progress of the Atcham Union. 

He will remain best remembered for his work in connection 
“with the Shropshire County Council and all its kindred bodies. 
He was an original member of that body, and as an Aider- 
man was on the Council up to his death. For five years 
he was vice-chairman under the first chairman of the Council, 
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Mr. Alfred Salwey, and his successor, Mr S K. Mainwanng 
On the death of Mr Mainwanng in October 1895 Sir Bowen was 
elected Chairman, and continued to hold that office until 1919 
During that time he gave himself unsparingly to the work of 
the county, acting as Chairman of the Finance Committee, a 
member of the Education and other committees His desire 
was to retire from the chair a year or two before he did, but his 
sense of duty kept him at his post as Chairman nght through 
the dark days of the Great War It was that honest discharge 
of duty, going absolutely straight, solid as a man and with 
no axe to grind, that marked Sir Bowen all through his long 
service on the County Council 

It was an agreeable piece of news to his friends m the county 
and all over the country when m 1911 his name appeared m 
the King's Honours List as having been made a baronet for his 
long and emment public services The following year Sir 
Bowen publicly received, through the Lord Lieutenant, the 
Earl of Powis, the congratulations of the county on the honour 
bestowed on him by His Majesty Sir Bowen was presented 
with his portiait m oils, and this picture now hangs side by side 
with other emment Salopians, in the Grand Jury Room at the 
Shire Hall 

Sir Bowen had many other activities He was a JP and 
Deputy-Lieutenant for the county, and in Ins capacity as a 
magistrate was a regular attendant at the County Quarter 
Sessions and on the Grand Jury at the Assizes During the 
days of the war he was a member of the County Appeals Tnbunal, 
and put in many months of anxious work with the late Mr 
Frank Bibby, chairman, and others, m the discharge of those 
distressing duties As one of the founders of both the Harper 
Adams Agricultural College and the Radbrook Technical School 
for Girls, he always took the liveliest interest in them He 
was a governor of both, and at Radbrook was a fiequent visitor 
and friend Sir Bowen was from its start Chairman of the 
Governors of the Priory Secondary School, Shrewsbuiy , he 
was a govemoi of the Wem and Cleobury Mortimer Grammar 
Schools, and was one of the Walker Trustees Another body 
in which he was interested was the Royal Agricultural Benevolent 
Institution, and when some years ago he received from his 
agricultural fnonds a handsome presentation, which included 
a sum of £400, he generously handed over the money to the 
funds of the Benevolent Institution • 

Sir Bowen had over the past two or three years dropped 
out of many of his public duties, so that the break of his going 
had been gradual Ho had, nevertheless, to the last been much 
out and about, and his familiar and picturesque figure m Shrews 
bury will long be missed by those who saw him so often. 
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His remains were laid to rest on Tuesday, June 9th, by 
the side of his wife, in the family vault at Montford Church¬ 
yard. In the church are memorial windows both to Sir Bowen’s 
wife and to her parents. A very large number of members of 
the County Council and representatives of public and agri¬ 
cultural bodies attended the funeral, including Mr. W. Bain- 
bridge, representing Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart., President of 
the Royal Agricultural Society, and Dr. Voelcker, consulting 
chemist to the Royal Agricultural Society. 

Sir Bowen was an ideal chairman, firm but courteous, always 
acting with strict impartiality, and extremely anxious that every 
one should be given a fair hearing. He was a plodding, inde¬ 
fatigable worker, and he left no stone unturned that he should 
be master of his subject when he had any important matter 
to deal with. A man of distinction, he had a great charm 
of manner ; he was naturally somewhat shy and reserved, but 
to his more intimate acquaintances he was a very lovable 
man and a staunch and loyal friend. I can think of no man 
in recent times who has played a more unselfish part in 
making the best use of his talents for the good of the general 
community. 

In conclusion, I feel 1 have lost a very old and dear friend, 
with whom I had been intimately associated for nearly fifty 
years in an official capacity on many Associations in which he 
was a very active member. His sage advice and help were always 
most generously given, and 1 shall ever revere his memory as 
the best type of an English gentleman, which is the highest 
tribute that can be paid to any man. 

Alfred Mansell. 


HENRY SAGNIER 

Henry Sagnier, the great French agricultural journalist, died 
on October 15th, 1925, being over eighty years of age. During 
the early years of his life he displayed great interest in chemistry, 
but his real genius for journalism soon made itself apparent, 
and in 1868 he was appointed secretary to the French journal, 
L* Agriculture, and in due course became editor, a post which 
he held for twenty-four years. In 1909 that journal was amalga¬ 
mated with the Journal d’Agriculture pratique , and M. Sagnier 
held the position of editor of the combined paper up to the day 
of his death. Throughout his life he exhibited a very great 
interest in agriculture, and travelled throughout France and 
also visited every other country in Europe in order to secure 
first-hand knowledge of the various problems which confronted 
the agriculturists there. He was ever ready to espouse the cause 
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of the French farmer, and used the pages of his journal to voice 
the needs of the agricultural community. He was a firm believer 
in some form of protective tariff for agricultural produce, but 
was strongly opposed to State interference with farming practice. 
Though the task of editing the Journal d 1 Agriculture pratique 
made considerable calls upon his time and energy he yet found 
leisure for many other activities. He was a valued member of 
the Governing Committee of the French Association of Industry 
and Agriculture, and also sat for many years on the International 
Agricultural Commission at Paris, and was Permanent Secretary 
to UAcademie d* Agriculture, whose gold medal he was awarded 
in 1925 in recognition of his services. He published various 
agricultural works, the most important of which, La Dictionnaire 
d'Agriculture, had a very extensive circulation. 

Henry Sagnier was elected an Honorary Member of the 
Society in March 1914. 

F. M. B. 


EUGENE TISSERAND 

Another great French agriculturist, Eugene Tisserand, died 
in October 1925, at the great age of ninety-five. M. Tisserand’s 
interest in agriculture made itself apparent at an early age, and 
in 1850 he entered the Agricultural Institute at Versailles, and 
later obtained a travelling scholarship which enabled him to 
spend five years visiting the chief countries in Europe in order 
to make a close study of the various agricultural conditions and 
practices. The first year of his tour, 1853, ho spent in Great 
Britain. In 1858 he was made administrator of the State 
Agricultural Lands of France. A great deal of work was neces¬ 
sary in order to restore these lands to prosperity and to develop 
their hitherto unexplored resources ; M. Tisserand proved him¬ 
self fully equal to the task and in 1871 he was made Inspector- 
General of Agriculture for the Eastern Provinces. All this 
time his greatest interest lay in the extension of agricultural 
education and scientific research. He held that France's chief 
asset lay in her agriculture and that, especially after the debacle 
of 1870, it was necessary to develop her resources to the utmost. 
From 1876-79 he was Director of the National Institute of 
Agriculture, which was re-started largely at his instigation, and 
in 1879 he became Director of Agriculture, a post for which he 
showed great aptitude and which he held till 1896, when he 
was called to the Cour des comptes. M. Tisserand was a prolific 
writer, and his books cover a wide field. He was elected an 
Honorary Member of the Society in 1883, at the same time as 
his friend and contemporary Louis Pasteur. 


F. M. B. 
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The Control of the Hop Trade. The hop trade was the 
last of the industries, taken under Government supervision 
during the war, to be decontrolled. Control had necessarily 
been taken when the Government decided that in the interests 
of food production hops must be grubbed over large areas and 
food crops substituted. “ The hop fields were ruthlessly sacri¬ 
ficed to grain production. . . . When hostilities ceased, it was 
found that the industry had suffered so acutely from conversion 
of acreage that only the closest safeguarding would effect a 
restoration to the normal growth. Foreign hops, therefore, 
had to be restricted throughout this period of contemplated 
nursing. The Hop Controller was a strong, silent man; no 
estimates were ever troubled with the cost of his administra¬ 
tion. . . 1 

It is probably true to say that no controlled industry was 
managed with greater efficiency than the one over which 
Mr. G. Foster Clark presided, u.A the organisation which he 
set up, with the assistance of hop-growers and representatives 
of the trade, provided a lesson which was not lost upon farmers. 
They came to realise the value of combination for the conduct 
of marketing, and immediately upon decontrol growers repre¬ 
senting no less than ninety per cent of the hop acreage of the 
country incorporated themselves, under the title of “ English 
Hop Growers, Limited” to carry on by voluntary association 
the operations effected through the Hop Control for so many 
years. The National Farmers’ Union has taken an active 
part in the formation of the Society, and its career will be 
watched with much interest. 


Farming Records and Accounts. By Spicer and Peglcr. 

Pp. viii + 132. Messrs. H. F. L. (Publishers), Ltd., London. 

105. 6 d. 

If it be true that farmers are bad book-keepers it is not for 
lack of textbooks on the subject. New books on farm 
accounts appear with almost clock-work regularity. In the 
volume under notice Messrs. Spicer and Pegler advocate a 
costing system, and the descriptive matter and the examples 
given seem adequate to enable anyone with a knowledge of 
the principles of double-entry book-keeping to ascertain the 
costs of his farming operations. On the other hand, there is 
nothing very new in the book, which, in fact, seems to owe a 
considerable unacknowledged debt to earlier publications on 
the same subject. 


x A State Trading Adventure , F. H. Coller, C.B., p. 254. 
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A System of Book-keeping for Agricultural Estates. Pre¬ 
pared jointly by the Central Landowners* Association, 
the Surveyors* Institution, and the Land Agents’ Society. 
Pp. 17. 2s. 6d. 

To quote from the introduction to this pamphlet: “ No 
attempt is made in this pamphlet to deal with the general 
principles of book-keeping, a knowledge of which can be obtained 
from the textbooks published on the subject. The aim has 
been to describe the simplest an l most satisfactory method of 
recording receipts and expenditure as applied to Estate manage¬ 
ment, especially for the smaller Estates, where the work is 
undertaken by a small staff, or by the owner himself. Where 
larger staffs are available, and where it is desired to show results 
in greater detail (e.g., apportioning expenditure against each 
holding), subsidiary books may be added as required.” 

Skeleton forms of account with specimen entries are pro¬ 
vided, and one of the main objects of the pamphlet is to introduce 
greater uniformity into the practice of estate book-keeping. 
It is published with high authority and can be recommended for 
careful study. But, whilst not forgetting that the pamphlet 
is intended to reach those who should be very familiar with 
book-keeping processes and to whom any detailed description 
of principles should be unnecessary, some regret may be ex¬ 
pressed that the opportunity of this publication was not taken 
to treat the subject at considerably greater length Even though 
this were unnecessary in the case of the practising land agent, 
or of the landowner directly concerned with estate management, 
it would have added very much to the usefulness of the work 
for the estate pupil and the student of land agency. 


THE CHESTER SHOW, 1925. 

Chester, where the eighty-fourth “ Royal Show ** took place 
from the 7th to the 11th July, had twice previously received 
visits from the national Agricultural Society. The first occasion 
was in 1858, and it was not until the show of that year, the 
twentieth of the series, that the annual event began to yield a 
surplus of receipts over the expenditure to the Society. The 
City was again visited in 1893, when there was a most successful 
Meeting, notwithstanding the somewhat uncertain nature of the 
weather during the week of the Show. 

Particulars of entries, numbers of admissions and financial 
results of the three Chester Meetings are tabulated in the following 
statement. 
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Year 

President 

Imple¬ 
ments 
etc. 1 

Entries 
of Live 
Stock 

Persons 
paying for 
l Admis- 

Financial 

Result 


1 1 

entered 

1 Bion 


1858 

6th Earl Berners 

3,648 

1,026 

1 62,539 

£ 

1-1,119 

1893 

1st Duke of Westminster . 

5,527 

2,059 

1 115,008 

4 2,404 

1925 

Sir Gilbert Greeuall, Bart., 



I 



c.v.o. 

2,752* 

3,922 

I 112,880 

1 345 


•Uitam Lxbibits not no>* numbciod 


Cordial co-operation and assistance was rendered by the 
Cheshire Agricultural Society, who withheld their County Show 
tor the year. In return, members of the Cheshire Society w r ere 
accorded similar privileges to those enjoyed by members of the 
parent Society. 

The showground at Saltney was 1G0 acres in extent, or one 
of the largest, if not the largest, ever occupied by the Society. 
Seventy acres sufficed for the 1893 function, and 25 acres for 
that held in 1858. 

A special siding, adjoining the show yard, was constructed 
by the Great Western Railway Company, with docks, cranes, 
etc., for the purpose of dealing with the show traffic, and a road¬ 
way from that siding, built also by the Company, gave direct 
access to tho showyard for stock and implements consigned by 
the Great Western route. 

Thanks, in a great measure, to the substantial contributions 
received from the Chester Local Committee, and the various horse, 
cattle, sheep, and pig Breed Societies, the 1925 Prize Sheet was 
a record one. Including Champion and Special prizes, and 
Medals, the total value offered for competition amounted to 
£16,411, as compared with £15,360 at Leicester in 1924. 

Another record was set up in the Cattle section, where the 
number of entries (exclusive of “ double ” entries) reached 
1,565, or 18 more than at Cambridge in 1922. 

For the first time at the Royal show a classification was 
provided for Welsh Pigs. 

A Summary Statement of Entries, Classes and Prizes is given 
for the shows of 1893 and 1925, together with the customary 
comparative statement of entries in the several sections over a 
series of years. 

Much interest was aroused by the exhibit (not for competition) 
of Welsh Mountain Sheep by the University College of North 
Wales, Bangor, for the purpose of illustrating the genetical 
research work being carried on at that institution. 




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF ENTRIES, &c., 
At two Shows held at Chester in 1893 and 1925. 


1888 1986 

Horses, Cattle _ ! 

and Goats. i I 



(Laws 

Koines 

UishM 

bntnes 

HORSES :— 

' 




Prizes . . 

.— . 

11,555 

— 

£ 4,448 

Shires .... 

7 1 

127 

12 

86 

Clydesdales . . 

7 

G1 

8 

38 

Suffolk* . . . 

G 

33 

11 

85 

Perdu i on*. 

— 

— 

9 

52 

Agricultural Horses 

3 

12 

— 

- - 

Hunters— 





Breeding Classes 

10 

131 

12 

96 

Hiding Classes . 

— 

— 

7 

119 

Polo and Hiding 





Ponies— 





Breeding Gasses 

— 

— 

6 

37 

Hack and Hiding 





Ponies . . 

— 

— 

3 

25 

Arabs .... 

— 

— 

1 

3 

Gevcland Bays . 

*2 

0 

— 

— 

Coach Horses . . 

2 

12 


— 

Hackneys 

7 

93 

4 

14 

Hackney Ponies . 

2 

20 

3 

10 

Welsh Ponies 

2 

22 

8 

30 

Shetland Ponies . 

— 

— 

2 

12 

Children's Fonies . 

— 

— 

3 

32 

Driving Classes 

2 

27 

13 

92 

J limping 



4 

121 

Total for HORSLS 

40 

G09 

106 

858 1 

CATTLE 





Prizes . . 

— 

£1,917 

— 

16,041101. 

Shoi thorn . . . 

7 

11 ) 

11 

171 

Hereford . . . 

7 

01 

9 

90 

Sussex .... 

6 

31 

G 

27 

Welsh .... 

7 

| 70 

10 

119 

Longhorn . . . 


i 

4 

16 

Aberdeen Angus . 

4 

1 36 

6 

58 

Dun and Belted 





Galloway . . 

_ 

— 

4 

15 

Galloway 

4 

24 

4 

19 

Paik Cattle . . 

_ 

- - 

2 

20 

Dairy Shoitlioin 

_ 

— 

11 

239 

Lincolnsluu* Bed 





Shorthorn . . 

_ 

— 

7 

51 

Devon .... 

0 

36 

6 

16 

South De\on . . 


— 

5 

24 

Bed Poll . . . 

0 

31 

6 

104 

Blue Albion . . 


— 

6 

44 

British Friesian . 

_ 

— 

11 

207 

Ayrshire . . 

2 

7 

4 

25 

Guernsey . . . 

5 

G4 

7 

98 

Jersey . . . 

0 

152 

7 

103 

Keiry .... 

3 

20 

5 

40 

Dextci . . . 

3 

19 

5 

70 

Daily Cattle . . 

4 

60 

4 

17 

Milk Yield . . . 


— 

13 

176 

Butter Test . . 

2 

30 

2 

105 

Total for CATTLE 

72 

759 

154 

1 7.)J l 

GOATS 





Prizes . . 



_ 

£110 

Inspection Classes 



9 

66 

Milk Yield . . . 

- 


2 

38 

Total for GOATS 

, _ 

1 - 

11 

94 1 


| Sheep, Pigs, 

1898 

1985 

1 Poultry, 


i 

[ and Produce 

Clones Entries 

Clones Entries 


1 SHEEP 


Prizes . . 

_ 

£1,105 

_ 

£2,251 

Oxford Down . . 

4 

41 

5 

84 

Shropshire . . . 

5 

189 

6 

56 

Southdown . . 

4 

84 

6 

43 

Hampshire Down . 
Suffolk . . . 

4 

33 

5 

36 

4 

18 

6 

50 

Dorset Horn . . 

3 

12 

3 

6 

Dorset Down 

_ 

— 

3 

18 

Wiltshire or Western 
Horn 


„ 

3 

13 

Ry eland . . 

— 

— 

5 

39 

kcriy Hill (Wales) 

— 

— 

5 

67 

Lincoln . . . 

4 

36 

6 

53 

1/ icestcr 

4 

36 

4 

31 

Border Leicester . 

3 

34 

4 

7 

Wensleydalo . . 

3 

32 

5 

29 

Kent or Romney 
Marsh . . 

2 

3 

6 

46 

Cot a wold . . . 

4 

42 

3 

9 

Dc\ on .... 

— 

— 

2 

7 

South Devon . . 

— 

— 

4 

21 

Louk .... 

o 

7 

2 

12 

Swaledale . . . 

— 

- 

4 

11 

Herd wick . . 

2 

18 

3 

16 

Lxiunoi Horn 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Dartmoor . . . 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Cheviot . . . 

2 

5 

3 

15 

Blackfaced Moun¬ 
tain .... 

o 

11 

o 

15 

Welsh Mountain . 

4 

30 

6 

01 

Black Welsh Moun¬ 
tain .... 

_ 

_ 

2 

14 

Total for SHEEP 

56 _ 

631 

103 

711 

PIGS :— 

Pnzes . . 


£4 '2 


1 £1,841 

J^arge White . . 

4 

24 

8 

149 

Middle White . . 

4 

14 

8 

230 

Small White . . 

4 

n 

— 

... 

Tamworth . . . 

4 

35 

6 

38 

Berkshire . . . 

4 

61 

8 

104 

Large Black . . 

4 

H 

8 

142 

Glouccstcrsluio Old 
Spots . . . 

_ 

_ 

8 

I 40 

Lincolnshire Curly 
Coated . . . 

_ 

_ 

6 

20 

Cumbeiland . . 

— 

— 1 

6 

I 40 

Wessex Saddleback 

— 

— 

8 

1 79 

Essex .... 

— 

— 

6 

39 

Long White Lop- 
Eared . . . 

. _ 

_ 

4 

23 

Welsh .... 

- 


3 

13 

Total foi PIGS . 

24 

162 

79 

1 932 

POULTRY :— 

Pnzes . . 

— 

£262 

— 

£479 10s. 

Entries . 

94 

836 l 

106 

1 970 

PRODUCE 

Prizes . . 


1 

£562 . 


£643 10s. 

Butter •. . . 

4 

225 1 

6 

87 

Cheese . . 

19 

508 1 

19 

412 

Cider .... 

4 

24 

3 

20 

Jams .... 

0 

10 

— 

— 

Wool .... 

- - 

— 1 

19 

93 

Hi\ es and Honey . 

18 

130 

—■ 

— 

Total for PRODUCE 

1 G1 

957 

47 

612 


Grand Total* lor \ 
LIVE STOCK, POULTRY, [ 
PRODUCE, &o. ’J 


846 C1&M6J 
608 Classes 


8.854 Entries 16,889 1 Prirei 

5,981 Entries 116.572 10*. • Prises 


1 Animals exhibited in more than one (lass are here counted as separate entries. a 

* Including £180 for Implements, £04 for Butter Making Competitions, and £82 for Horse-Shoeing Competi¬ 
tions. « Including £300 for Horticulture and £800 for Dogs. 
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Entries of Live Stock , Poultry and Produce. 



1 

l hester 
19 25 

Luces* 

ter, 

1924 

New¬ 

castle, 

19*22 

Cam¬ 

bridge, 

1922 

Derby, 

1921 

Dar¬ 

lington, 

1920 

Caidifi 

191‘) 

Man¬ 

chester, 

191b 

1 

Chester, 

1092 

Horses . 

638* 

768 1 

641 1 

718 1 

601* 

714 1 

609 1 , 

1 618 1 

509 

Cattle . 

1,605* 

1,302* 

l,185 l 

l,547 l 

1,254* 

1,175* 

867 1 ' 

803* 

759 

Goats . . 

50* 

60 1 

08* 

61 1 

68* 

143 1 

91 

02 

— 

Sheep . . 

711 

633 

728 

715 1 

788 

739 

586 

607 

681 

Pigs . . 

932 

1,212 

1,048 

1 

1,164 | 

902 

692 

389 

321 

162 

Total . 

3,022 

3,975 

3,070 

4,200 

3,613 

3,463 

2,502 

2,341 

2,061 

Poultry 

970 

1,157 

1,189 

1,205 

1,219 

1,476 

1,383 

1,519 

836 

Produce 

012 

300 

430 

247 

322 

475 

387 

565 

057 


1 Exclusive of Double Entries. 


Shedding in Implement Yard {in Feet). 


Description of 

Hht riding 

1 Chi i ter, 

1 392o 

L< trea¬ 
ter 
1924 

New¬ 

castle, 

1922 

Cam¬ 

bridge, 

1922 

Derby, 

1921 

Dar 

lxngton, 

1920 

* Cardiff 
1«»19 

Man 

Chester, 

391b 

Chester, 

1892 

Ordinary . . 

Macliinory . . 

Special . . . 

(Heidi, Models, 
etc ) 

Pc et 

3 985 
3,380 
3,575 

KU 

4,145 

8,085 

3,807 

Feet 

4,280 

4,230 

3,392 

Feet 

4,450 

4,240 

3,501 

Feet” 

4,595 

5,560 

3,835 

hect 

5,410 

6,710 

3,374 

I ret 
4,540 
4,200 
2,409 

1 ut 
3,300 
1,290 
2,480 

Feet 

8,610 

2,211 

2,197 

Total . . . 

burnt of 

open ground 
«I»au) 

10,940 

11,097 

11,902 

12,191 

1 

_ 

13,990 

14,494 

11,209 

7,070 

13,018 

No. of Stands . 

438 

455 

453 

494 1 

508 

471 

371 

239 

408 


The Poultry section, where the entries were not quite so 
numerous as in recent years, was open to the public from the 
Wednesday to the Saturday. 

In the Produce department, the classification for Cheshire 
Cheese was considerably extended, the cash prizes being gener¬ 
ously supplemented by grants from the Local Committee and 
the Cheshire Cheese Federation. In addition, the Cheshire Ilunt 
provided two Champion Cups of the value of 100 guineas and 
50 guineas respectively, witli prizes of ten guineas and five 
guineas for the “ reserve ” champions. Competition for these 
cups was open to occupiers residing within the limits of the 
country hunted over by the Cheshire Hounds. Of the 412 
entries in the Cheese section, 293 were in the classes for 
“ Cheshires,” and a most excellent exhibition they made. 

Increased classification was provided for both competitive 
and non-competitive exhibits in the Horticultural section, and 
the display here surpassed even the splendid Flower shows seen 
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in the “ Royal ” showyard on former occasions. Near the 
marquees of the Flower show, Messrs. Dicksons Nurseries, Ltd., 
laid out for the Society a half-acre plot demonstrating a practical 
scheme of fruit-tree planting likely to appeal to farmers and to 
smallholders. 

The Cheshire County Council was responsible for another 
demonstration plot on such matters as grass mixtures, the 
treatment of pastures, the manuring of potatoes, and the destruc¬ 
tion of charlock. Ancient and modern cheese-making equip¬ 
ment was also shown under the auspices of the Council, together 
with exhibits illustrative of the work of the Reaseheath School 
of Agriculture. 

Recent research on Virus Diseases of Potatoes was illustrated 
at the stand of the University College of North Wales, Bangor. 

Methods of producing “ Clean Milk ” were demonstrated daily 
by the staff of tho National Institute for Research in Dairying. 

Many exhibitors in the Implement section were supplied free 
of charge with electric power to drive their exhibits by the Elec¬ 
tricity Committee of the Chester City Corporation. The Com¬ 
mittee also staged in a large marquee a most interesting demon¬ 
stration of the use and application of electric power for agricultural 
and domestic purposes. 

Horse Shoeing Competitions were again a source of interest 
to many show visitors. 

On the Thursday and Friday, a Champioi hip Dog Show 
took place in the showyard. Challenge Certificates were granted 
for most breeds by the Kennel Club. 

The rain that fell overnight before the opening of the show 
was the first in the district for about six weeks. By ten o’clock 
on the Tuesday morning, the rain had been followed by sunshine, 
which continued throughout most of the day, and the ground 
quickly dried. On the whole, judging was got through under 
very favourable conditions. 

There were many visitors from tho Continent and the Over¬ 
seas Dominions present on the opening day, including a party 
of farmers from South Africa, who were then making a tour of 
the country and who were received by the President, Sir Gilbert 
Greenall also attended their luncheon and addressed them. 

Fine weather continued on the Wednesday, when the show 
was honoured by a visit from the Society’s Royal Patron.. H.M. 
the King arrived at Knowsley on the. previous evening, where 
he was the guest of the Earl and Countess of Derby. On the 
Wednesday morning, with members of the house party, His 
Majesty motored to Chester, and, on arrival there about noon, 
he left the car for an open carriage, in which he drove to the 
Royal Pavilion in the showyard. Here His Majesty was received 
by Sir Gilbert Greenall as President of the Society. The Working 
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Dairy was first visited and then the Cheese section, where Mr. 
Rowe Morris, Chairman of the Cheshire Cheese Federation, 
asked His Majesty’s acceptance of a cheese from the exhibit by 
Mr. Charles E. Parton, of Haughton Hall Farm, Tarporley, 
who gained the Cheshire Hunt Champion Cup, value 100 guineas. 
The exhibitor and Mrs. Parton were afterwards presented to 
His Majesty. 

After luncheon in the Royal Pavilion, the King made an 
extensive tour of the Show, during which he visited the pavilion 
of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, where he received 
a gift of a Dee salmon. A number of stands in the Implement 
Yard were visited, including that of the Oxford Institute of 
Agricultural Engineering, where a demonstration of artificial 
(kop Drying by the new implement patented there was in pro¬ 
gress. Going on to the Cattle section, where animals had been 
specially parked, the Royal car *hgc was stopped for the King 
to see his own Red Poll Champion bull “ Royal Crimson.” Later, 
from the Royal box in the grand-stand, His Majesty watched 
a display of horse-jumping over the course in the large ring. 
After a visit occupying some five hours, His Majesty took tea 
in the Royal Pavilion and returned to Knowsley at 5.15 p.m. 

The Royal Pavilion was then opened to the public for the 
rest of the week. Visitors were asked to place a donation in 
the collecting box at the door for the benefit of the Chester 
Royal Infirmary. 

Brilliant sunshine continued on the Thursday, which brought 
the largest attendance of the week. Among the visitors was 
a party of between fifty and sixty farmers from Denmark. The 
Society’s General Meeting of Governors and Members took place 
in the Large Tent at noon, and an item of special interest in the 
proceedings was the presentation by Major Robert Barbour 
(High Sheriff of Cheshire) of the Champion Cups for Cheshire 
Cheese. Resolutions were passed by the Governors and Mem¬ 
bers present cordially thanking the Mayor and Corporation for 
their hospitable reception of the Society, and also the Local 
Committee for all they had done to promote the success of the 
Show. The Hon. Director announced at this meeting that he 
would continue in that capacity as long as he was able and the 
Society so desired, although he would be ready to relinquish the 
office if and when a younger man came along. 

On the night of Thursday rain again fell, but it stopped 
before the reopening of the Show and fine weather continued 
throughout the Friday and the Saturday. On the last day the 
exhibition was visited by several thousands of children from 
the schools in Chester and the surrounding neighbourhood. 

The tables which follow show the numbers of admissions 
by payment at various hours on the several days at Chester, 
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and also the total admissions at Chester in 1925, compared with 
the previous six shows and that at Chester in 1893. 

Admissions by Payment at Chester , 1925. 


Day of Show 

11am. 

1pm. 1 

3 p.m. 

5 p.m. 

Day 'b total 

Tuesday (10s.) . 
Wednesday (5s) 

1,183 

1 

1 2,700 | 

3,212 

| 3,335 

1 

3,352 

(after 2 p.m., 3s.) 

6,534 

16,220 

25,445 

27,005 

27,215 

Thursday (3s.) . . 

14,597 

33,561 . 

41,654 

l 43,726 
20,559 

43,981 

Friday (3s.) 

8,111 

15,408 1 

19,190 ) 

20,682 

Saturday (2s.) . . i 

4,357 

8,851 1 

14,096 

17,375 

17,650 

Total for Show. 

1 

1 

1 

I 



112,880 


Total Admissions at Chester in 1925, compared with previous 
six Shows and Chester , 1893. 



Ches¬ 

Lel- 

New¬ 

Cam¬ 

Derby, 

1 091 

Dar¬ 

Car¬ 

Ches¬ 

Day of Show 

ter, 

cesl er, 

castle, 

bridge, 

lington, 

diff, 

ter, 

1925 

1924 

1923 

1922 

luZI 

1920 

1919 

1893 

First . . . 

3 352 

2,273 

3,587 

3,318 

3,791 

11,397 

8,466 

2,307 

Second . . 

27,215 

16,204 

37,926 

21,880 

33,979 

51, r' 

45,096 

20,959 

Third . . 

43,981 

35,347 

63,183 

31,903 | 

33,931 

52,6.. ^ 1 

68,838 

19,034 

Fourth . . 

20,682 

14,845 

42,457 

21,408 | 

31,777 

40,389 

36,292 

59,555 

Fifth . . . 

17,650 

16,862 

39,357 

13,823 1 

22,350 

27,001 

33,002 

13,664 


112,880 

85,531 

! 

186,510 

92,352 

125,828 

1 

182,892 | 

| 191,694 

115,908 1 


1 Including 299 on preliminary “ Implement ” Day. 

The Society is indebted to the officials and Executive Com¬ 
mittee of the Chester Local Committee for all the arrangements 
made for the reception of the Show. 

Neither trouble nor expense had been spared in the prepara¬ 
tion of the ground. Every one had worked hard, and the Local 
Fund collected to meet the expenses of this Committee was, I 
understand, a record one. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, the President, was also Chairman of 
the Executive Committee, and was instrumental, not only in 
obtaining funds for the Committee, but in saving expenditure 
upon the site owing to his knowledge and experience of Royal 
showyards. 

A concession greatly appreciated by members attending the 
Show was the restoration to them of the pre-war privilege of 
travelling to Chester at the reduced rate of single fare and a third 
for the return journey. 





170 Report on the Trials of Sugar-Beet Root Lifters 

For general “ smooth working ” I think it can be said that 
the Chester Show has never been equalled. It has certainly 
not been surpassed. 

T. B. Turner. 

16 Bedford Square, 

London, W.C.l. 


REPORT ON THE TRIALS OF SUGAR-BEET 
ROOT LIFTERS HELD AT NEWARK ON 
OCTOBER 13, 1925. 

For many years, the trials of agricultural implements have 
formed one of the activities of the Royal Agricultural Society. 
The Great War put a stop to them for a time, but in 1920 trials 
of Motor Tractors and Ploughs ^reorganised and early in 1924 
the Implement Committee recommended that trials should be 
held for Sugar-Beet lifting Machines. The past few years have 
seen rapid strides in the introduction of sugar-beet as a rotation 
crop in our arable districts. Great impetus has been given to 
this development by the Sugar Beet Subsidy Act of 1925. By the 
end of this year, ten modern Beet Sugar factories were in opera¬ 
tion dealing with the crop from approximately 60,000 acres. 
As the new factories are tuned up to concert pitch, they will be 
able to deal annually with 10,000 or 12,000 acres of sugar-beet 
apiece, while a number of additional factories are projected 
which will greatly increase the demand for this crop. 

The principal obstacle which the farmer finds in introducing 
sugar-beet into his system of cultivation is the difficulty of 
lifting the roots. The sugar-beet is a root of deep growth, 
which can only be pulled by hand in the very lightest soils. 
Experience has shown that any portion of the root which is 
above the surface is not only deficient in sugar content, but 
contains acids which are undesirable in the manufacture of 
sugar. On this account, the sugar factories require the whole 
of the crowns to be removed before the roots are delivered. 
The labour involved in these tvo processes of lifting a deeply 
embedded root, and cutting off the crown, is considerable. 
Many farmers have been deterred from sugar-beet cultivation 
on an extensive scale owing to the difficulty of finding sufficient 
seasonal labour for this purpose. 

With these considerations in mind, the Implement Com¬ 
mittee realised the importance of encouraging the invention 
and manufacture of labour-saving machines to meet the sugar- 
beet growers’ requirements, and obtained the support of the 
Council for trials to be held in October, 1925. 

Entries were invited for two classes :— 
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1. For machines which top and lift the roots, and separate 
them from the leaves and crowns. 

2. For machines which loosen the roots, leaving them to be 
subsequently lifted and topped by hand. 

For Class 1, prizes of £50 and £20 were offered, and for Class 2 
prizes of £20 and £10. 

The following points were laid down, to which the special 
attention of the Judges would be directed:— 

1. Price. 

2. Simplicity in design and working. 

3. Draught. 

4. Ease of handling. 

5. Ease in turning. 

6. Efficiency in lifting or loosening the roots. 

7. Freedom from damaging roots. 

8. Effective separation of leaves and crowns from root. 

9. Facilities of subsequent collection of crop. 

10. Time occupied in execution of work. 

It was decided to limit the entries to British-made machines, 
in anticipation that British manufacturers would study the 
various types of sugar-beet lifting machines employed abroad, 
and would either design improved machines of their own, or 
arrange to manufacture foreign patents on licence. Events 
proved that this anticipation was not justified. Only one entry 
was received for Class 1, and this machine pre ed to be crude 
and inefficient. It is a matter for regret, in view of the rapid 
growth of sugar-beet cultivation in this country, that British 
manufacturers have not seen their way to produce efficient 
lifting and topping machines. 

Class 2 attracted seven entries, including a cable-drawn lifter 
which takes six rows simultaneously, and six pair-horse machines, 
including side and centre lifters, each dealing with a single row. 

Arrangements were made with Home Grown Sugar, Limited, for 
the trials to take place on the Kelham Estate, near Newark. The 
Estate Manager, Mr. S. Colyer, and Mr. Tracy P. Fowler, Manager 
of the Cantley Factory of the English Beet Sugar Corporation, 
Limited, were nominated as Judges. Admirable arrangements 
for the trials were made by Mr. Colyer, who also provided seven 
pairs of draught horses, accustomed to work of the kind required, 
for use with the horse-drawn machines. It was arranged that 
all the machines entered should be tested on both light and heavy 
soil. The trials were held on October 13. Colonel E. W. Stany- 
forth, Chairman of the Implement Committee; Sir George 
Courthope, Steward of Implements; Mr. T. B. Turner, the 
Secretary; and Mr. F. S. Courtney, the Consulting Engineer, 
were present to conduct the trials. 

In spite of most unpleasant weather, there was a large 
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attendance of farmers and other interested people, including 
a party of prominent Dutch farmers and the Professor of Agri¬ 
cultural Machinery at the University of Holland, who had come 
to England for the purpose. 

As has already been stated, the only machine entered in 
Class 1 failed to satisfy the Judges, and no award was made in 
this class. Instead of cutting the crown cleanly from the root, 
this machine tore many of the roots. This was probably due 
to the fact that the topping blade was fixed too close to the 
lifter, with the result that the latter had loosened the root in 
the soil before the former had cut off the crown. Conti¬ 
nental experience suggests that the topping blade must not 
be rigidly fixed to the frame or beam of the lifting machine, 
but should be carried on a spring, or flexible attachment, so 
adjusted that the blade moves evenly above the surface of the 
ground. 

The problem of topping the roots mechanically at the same 
time as they are lifted, presents many difficulties, if it is intended 
to uso the tops and crowns for feeding. On the Continent, 
considerable importance is attached to the feeding value of the 
tops, which are used both as green feed and as ensilage. In 
the latter case, they are frequently packed into the silo pits 
in alternate layers with wet pulp from the sugar factories. 
The ensilage produced has considerable feeding value, but is 
not likely to become popular in this country, owing to its strong 
and unpleasant smell, with which many of us became acquainted 
in Flanders during the war. 

In Holland the experiment is being tried of harvesting the tops 
and crowns before the roots, so that the former can be removed 
as free from dirt as possible. In this country it is usual to 
plough in the tops and crowns as green manure. Wherever 
this practice prevails, it is obviously more important to save 
time and labour in the lifting of the crop than it is to keep the 
tops and crowns free from dirt. It would seem, therefore, that 
there is a real opening in England for a machine which will top 
and lift the roots in a single operation. It is hoped that the 
skill and enterprise of British machinery manufacturers will 
produce a satisfactory implement for this purpose. 

With regard to Class 2, several of the lifting machines com¬ 
peting did their work well, loosening the roots without displacing 
them unduly or covering them with loose soil. This is an im¬ 
portant point in view of the subsequent operation of topping, 
which is usually carried out as follows.—One man draws the 
loosened roots from the ground, holding one in each hand, beat¬ 
ing them together to remove loose earth, and placing them in 
small heaps ready to be topped by a second man, who follows 
with a heavy knife, with which he chops off the whole crown of 
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the roots, leaving the tops and crowns on one side of him—his 
right, if he is right-handed—and throwing the roots into heaps 
on the other side, i.e., his left. 

By working up one row and back down the next, he leaves 
the roots from two rows in a single line of heaps, thus facilitating 
the loading into carts. 

At the commencement of the Trials, the Judges expressed 
the opinion that the cable-drawn machine, entered by Messrs. 
John Fowler & Co. of Leeds, should not be judged in competi¬ 
tion with the horse-drawn machines. After consultation between 
Colonel Stanyforth and the Steward, it was decided that a 
Special Prize might be awarded to the cable-drawn lifter, in 
the event of the Judges recommending an award. This machine 
did excellent work on medium and light soil, loosening six rows 
of roots simultaneously without unduly disturbing the surface, 
or moving the roots from their position. On heavy soil, while 
loosening all the roots, it disturbed the ground considerably, 
leaving a rough surface which would add somewhat to the cost 
of carting off the beet crop. Its working cost is estimated at 
1 5s. to £1 per acre inclusive, which exceeds that of the horse- 
drawn lifters by probably 50 per cent. On the other hand, it 
possesses the great advantage of saving time and labour materi¬ 
ally, and by raising and loosening the soil to a depth of over 
one foot, it reduces the cultural operations required for the 
following crop. The Judges recommended this machine as 
being deserving of a first prize, and a special prize of £20 was, 
therefore, awarded to Messrs. John Fowler & Co. 

Of the horse-drawn machines, the side lifters showed distinct 
superiority over the centre lifters, both on light and heavy 
soil. The centre lifters are apt to become blocked with the 
tops of the beet, and to break and drag the roots together, thus 
rendering the subsequent topping operations more difficult. 

After all the machines had been demonstrated by the firms 
entering them, three side-lifting machines were selected by the 
Judges, and were further tested by being drawn by the same 
pair of horses and driven by Mr. Colyer personally, and his 
Foreman. This test was repeated on both light and heavy soil. 

On the recommendation of the Judges, the first prize was 
awarded to Messrs. John Cooke & Sons* side-lifting machine. 
This machine, of which the price is £5 15s., did excellent work, 
was light in draught, and was easy to handle. 

The second prize was awarded to Messrs. G. Stephenson & 
Sons’ side-lifting machine, the price of which is £4 15s. In this 
machine, the cutting and shelving surfaces, and the consequent 
friction, are reduced to a minimum. It loosens the root effect¬ 
ively without disturbing its position, or unduly moving the 
soil. In this respect, it performed even better work than the 
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machine to which the first prize was awarded, but it is not 
nearly so easy to manipulate, owing probably to the fact that 
it is fitted with only one leading wheel instead of two, as in the 
case of the other machines. On this account it was not awarded 
first place. It was the lowest priced machine entered in the 
trials, and is well within the reach of the smallest grower. 

The reserve position was awarded to Messrs. J. & F. Howard’s 
side-lifting machine. This machine, which is priced at £7, is a 
well-made two-wheeled machine, but is inferior to the first and 
second prize-winners in draught, quality of work, and price. 
In heavy soil, too much disturbance of the surface takeB place, 
and the draught increases considerably. This is probably due 
to the fact that the share, or side attachment, which comes in 
contact with and loosens the beet roots, is unnecessarily large. 

The trials attracted a good deal of notice, and, although 
the entry in Class 1 was most dii appointing, there is little doubt 
that a useful purpose has been served, which will more than 
justify the trouble and expense incurred by the Royal Agri¬ 
cultural Society. 

G. L. C. 


AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY AT THE 
CHESTER SHOW, 1925 

The exhibition of agricultural machinery at the Chester Show 
demonstrated the capacity of manufacturers to improve existing 
farm implements and mechanical methods and to make use of 
the sources of power now available to industry. We do not 
always realize what a place the internal combustion engine has 
in agriculture and it needs such an assemblage of power-driven 
machinery as that at Chester to bring home to us what the inter¬ 
nal combustion engine now does for us and what more it may do. 
A very large proportion indeed of the stands shewed one or more 
small petrol engines installed, coupled up to lighting sets or 
driving stationary machinery or doing other useful work : else¬ 
where, of course, tractors were in evidence. There are now few 
departments of farming in which there is no place for the internal 
combustion engine, and there is no evidence that the limits of its 
usefulness have yet been reached. How wide those limits may 
be is suggested by the railway centenary which was celebrated 
this year : in another seventy years or so our descendants may 
be celebrating the centenary of the petrol engine and pointing to 
achievements greater even than those of steam. 

But a very ancient form of power is again claiming attention. 
Windmills after falling into disrepute are now finding favour 
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with designers who claim that in windmills built upon new models 
an efficient source of power may be found. Such claims cannot 
be adequately judged or tested under the conditions of a Show : 
a test demands long and patient measurements and a wide con¬ 
sideration of alternative sources of power. One windmill, the 
“ Aggrico ” Windmill Plant , was entered for the Society’s medal, 
and although it did not receive an award some detailed account of 
it is desirable. 

The “ Aggrico ” Windmill Plant (Young, Osmond and Young, 
Ltd., Stafford House, Norfolk Street, Strand, London, W.C.2) 
is designed for ready adaptation to either pumping or the genera¬ 
tion of electricity. It has several quite novel features, the semi¬ 
streamlining of the blades and the methods of regulation being 
prominent. 

The structural part of the plant consists of a lattice-built 
steel tower, 65 feet high, and is of sound construction throughout. 
An ample wooden platform, surrounding the tower about 12 feet 
from the top, facilitates any work on the headpiece or the wind- 
wheel, and is reached by a steel ladder, carried up the framework 
of the tower. 

The heaviest single piece in the plant is the headpiece, which 
weighs about 1,400 lb. and has to carry the rudder mechanism 
and the governing gear, as well as the windwheel itself. This 
headpiece is of girder construction, carrying at one end the main 
shaft and governing gear, and at the other the r < Ider gear and a 
concrete block as balance weight. At the centre is the bevel 
gearing to the transmission shaft. With a suitable block and 
tackle, however, the headpiece can be raised into position by six 
or eight men in a very short time : all the other constructional 
work can be done by two or three men. 

The blades of the “ Aggrico ” mill are hollow, the covering 
being of thin galvanized metal, and are streamlined in cross- 
section. The end of each blade, however, is cut squarely off and 
has fixed to it a sheet-metal stamping, of the same shape as the 
cross-section of the blade, but overlapping all round. This device 
is intended by the designers to prevent loss of power due to air 
escaping at the ends, before imparting its maximum energy to the 
blades. These blades arc made in standard sizes, and the power 
required from any mill is obtained by fitting the requisite number 
of blades. The 5 k-w size is fitted with five blades, the diameter 
of the wheel being 22 ft. The wheel, after the blades have been 
mounted separately, is braced by tie-rods from blade tip to blade- 
tip and from the blade-tips to a projection of the main shaft. 

The methods of governing and regulating the output are novel. 
Fixed to each blade and running lengthwise inside it is a steel tube 
or spine. Inside this spine is a spindle, which is fixed at one end 
to the main shaft and at the other bears on the extremity of the 
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spine, where a ball-bearing is fitted. Thus, while the wheel is 
turning in a vertical plane, each blade is free to turn on a radial 
axis. Round the spine and at its inner end is fitted a pinion 
which engages on a rack in a bush, which slides on the main shaft. 
As this rack is moved out or in it turns the spine, and with it the 
blade, until the desired position is reached. The regulation is 
controlled from the foot of the tower by means of a lever, which 
operates the rack through a rod and crank arrangement. By this 
means can be obtained any position of the blades from a point 
where the maximum advantage is taken of the wind to a position 
where the edge of the blades is presented to the wind and there is 
therefore no rotation. 

The blades are so proportioned, that the pressure of the wind 
tends to turn them on their own axes. This turning tends to move 
forward the rack, and, by hanging a weight on the lever, this 
movement is prevented until the wind is high enough to raise the 
weight. Thus, by hanging different weights on the lever, any 
degree of automatic governing is obtained and the blades will 
turn out of the wind at any predetermined load pn the machine. 

Another feature to which attention may be drawn is the method 
of keeping the wheel in the wind, an object usually attained by 
means of a rudder-vane or tail. Mounted on the rear end of the 
headpiece, and in two parallel vertical planes, at right angles 
to the plane of the main wind-wheel, are two small five- 
bladed windmills. These are connected together and drive, 
through gearing, a worm, which engages in a fixed toothed ring 
on the main framework. As these windmills work they gradu¬ 
ally pull round the whole headpiece, until the rudder mills are 
out of the wind and the main wheel fully in it. Suspended from 
the headpiece and rotating with it is a steel ladder, which per¬ 
mits of easy access from the platform to the gearing and the 
mechanism on the head. 

A generator is situated at the base of the tower, on a concrete 
foundation ; the bottom section of the framework is built in to 
form a hut which will house the generating plant and the storage 
batteries. Transmission from the wheel is by a vertical steel 
shaft. There is a bevel gearing at each end of the shaft, and a 
set of spur gearing to the generator. The triple reduction gear¬ 
ing gives a ratio of 25 : 1, the generator running at 650-1300 
R.P.M. The vertical shaft is steadied at intervals, by means of 
vooden guide blocks. 

This plant, especially in regard to electrical features, has much 
to commend it in regard to the accessibility of all parts needing 
attention. 

The most novel of all the implements submitted to the judges 
for the Society’s medal was the Crop Drying Plant manufactured 
by the Geo. H. Gascoigne Co. of Reading. Again it should be 
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emphasized that the conditions of a Show do not enable the judges 
to test the economic possibilities of an implement, but there can 
be no question that a plant on these lines will successfully dry 
crops and that a device of this kind (assuming that the expense 
is moderate) is much needed to deal with hay and com crops in 
districts where the rainfall tends to interfere with natural har¬ 
vesting. It is not too much to say that if it were found economical 
to adopt this system generally, there would be little short of a 
revolution in agriculture in this country and other parts of 
Europe, for the farmer would be to a largo extent independent of 
the weather in the most critical period of the year. This imple¬ 
ment was considered worthy of the award of the Society’s medal. 

Another implement to which a medal was awarded, also con¬ 
nected with hay harvesting, was the extremely ingenious device 
submitted by Blackstone and Co. of Stamford for an Improved 
Drive for Grass Mowers . This device the judges were able to test 
in a small way during the early morning in a neighbouring field. 
The essential feature of this device is that power is transmitted 
by a straight drive from the travelling wheels of the mower to 
the finger board, thus eliminating the connecting rod and bevel 
wheels which provide a constant source of weakness in other types 
of machine. If this system is proved to be successful in practice, 
there seems no reason why it should not be applied to mowing 
attachments to tractors and to binders. 

Equally noteworthy was the Power-Driven Hinder submitted 
by the International Harvester Co. of Great Britain, Ltd., 
80, Finsbury Pavement, London, E.C.2, which also was awarded 
a medal. The essential feature of this device is that the power 
is applied direct from the tractor to the binder, instead of using 
the tractor as a substitute for a team of horses to haul the binder. 
The binder runs at a steady equal speed which is not altered in 
any way by the speed at which the tractor travels. Another 
distinct advantage is that the clutch can be taken out whenever 
the machine chokes and the load on the canvas cleared automati¬ 
cally. 

Birtwisle and Co. of Northwich submitted a Manure Dis¬ 
tributor to which also it was possible to give a short trial. It 
distributed artificial dressings very evenly in small quantities, 
and it contains an excellent feature in the extreme accessibility 
of the distributing gear for cleaning, since the whole can be re¬ 
moved in a few moments without trpublc. This machine well 
deserved the medal awarded. 

The Mole Draining Hand Apparatus submitted by John 
Fowler and Co., Ltd., of Leeds, attracted a great deal of attention. 
This device is an ingenious combination of the mole drain and tile 
drain. A mole is first drawn in the usual way and pits cut at 
intervals. In these pits a hand-power ram is introduced for the 
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purpose of inserting pipes in the mole. The leading pipe is 
fitted with a removable torpedo-shaped nose to clear any possible 
obstruction and to avoid clogging. There can be no question of 
the ingenuity of this implement; but it should be noted that 
only a comparative field test could determine what economic 
advantage this system possesses over others. It appears obvious, 
however, that as compared with the heavy expense to-day of 
cutting trenches and pipe laying, a system which employs mole- 
drains must be substantially cheaper. 

The judges had no hesitation in awarding for this implement 
one of the Society’s medals. 

It will be thus seen that five medals were awarded. This was 
an unusually large number, but the entries were of unusual inter¬ 
est. The medals were awarded only to implements embodying 
absolutely new ideas. It does not follow that those to which no 
medal was awarded did not possess very considerable merits : 
but they did not in the judges’ opinion possess the high qualifi¬ 
cation entitling them to an award. 

Special mention has already been made of the Power Wind 
Plant submitted by Young, Osmond & Young, to which the 
judges would have been inclined to make an award had it been 
more distinctly agricultural in character. Attention may be 
drawn also to tho Potato Digger, submitted by John Wallace & 
Sons, Ltd., of Glasgow ; here the novel feature was a device 
for cleaning and removing the spuds on the wheels. This device 
might well be applied to other land machinery where spuds are 
needed. E. H. Bentall and Co., Ltd., of Maldon, submitted an 
Ensilage Cutter which was well adapted for ensilage as grown in 
this country, and avoided the tendency to pulping shewn by some 
machines from overseas : this machine can also be adapted for 
cutting chaff. Both Martin’s Cultivator Co., Ltd., and Barn- 
fords Ltd. submitted implements on the same lines which com - 
lined the Swath Turner and Side Delivery Rake : both were excel¬ 
lent, but they were regarded rather as improvements on existing 
machines than essentially new T implements. Otherwise the judges 
would have found difficulty in refusing them an award. A highly 
ingenious and efficient Trailer was exhibited by the Eagle Engi¬ 
neering Co., Ltd., of Warwick : the mechanical device for tipping 
and disposing of the load was admirable, but it was rather a con¬ 
tractor’s than a farmer’s implement. A Petrol Engine submitted 
by R. A. Lister & Co., Ltd., of Dursley, was remarkably cheap and 
efficient and would admirably serve the purposes of many farmers, 
but not being specifically agricultural and not being essentially 
new it was not awarded a medal. The last implement entered 
to which reference should be made is the Cream Separator ex¬ 
hibited by the Melotte Separator Sales Co., Ltd., of Bristol. This 
separator reaches a high level of efficiency : it is simple and far less 
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complicated than earlier designs and is conseqnently very easy to 
clean. 

In reviewing the exhibits and awards made, it is difficult for 
a judge not to feel that some more searching test of new imple¬ 
ments is desirable than that which is possible in the conditions 
of a show. However wide the experience of the judge and how¬ 
ever ingenious he may be in devising partial tests, he cannot 
collect the data which would enable him to say that an imple¬ 
ment to which an award is made will meet, more adequately than 
existing implements, the practical needs of the farmer. It would 
be interesting to know how many new implements awarded medals 
in past years have established themselves in agricultural practice. 
It is to be feared that the percentage would not be very high. 
Nothing like a 100 per cent, is to be expected under any system. 
But a practical and comparative test of all competing imple¬ 
ments which pass a preliminary examination should be possible 
to devise, and the Society’s awards would then possess an even 
higher value than they have to-day. 

Thompson Close. 

Tho Old House, 

Welboum, Lincoln. 


REPORT OF THE STEWARD OF DAIRYING, 
CHESTER SHOW, 1925. 

MILK YIELD TRIALS 
(CATTLE, CLASSES 241-253). 

Out of a record entry of 176 for the milk yield tiials at Chester 
124 cows were present, all with one exception going through 
the trials, the one cow being certified by the Society’s Veterinary 
Inspector as too unwell to compete. 

The cattle were milked out on Wednesday evening, July 8, 
the milk of the next 24 hours being taken for the trials. 

Samples of milk were taken both morning and evening to 
ascertain the percentage of fat. 

Out of tho 123 animals 30 gave milk showing less than 3 per 
cent, fat on the average of the two milkings, while 31 would have 
been disqualified in addition to the 30 had the disqualification 
been enforced on each separate milking. 

The numbers and breeds of the cows who gave milk showing 
less than 3 per cent, on the average of the two milkings are as 
follows:— 
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5 Shorthorns 

out of 

18 tested 

2 Lincoln Red Shorthorns 

M 

9 „ 

2 Red Poll 

99 

10 „ 

1 Blue Albion 

99 

4 „ 

18 British Fncsians 

99 

26 „ 

1 Ayrshire 

99 

5 „ 

1 Dexter 

99 

13 „ 

30 

99 

83 „ 


Had the disqualification been enforced on each separate 
milking the numbers would have been more than double, as, 
omitting the cattle named above, 31 cows gave milk in the morn¬ 
ing showing less than 3 per cent, fat although the deficiency in 
all these cases was made up by the good quality of the evening's 
milk. The breeds and numbers are as follows :— 

8 Shorthorns. 

7 Lincoln Red Shorthorns. 

1 South Devon. 

2 Red Polls. 

4 British Frio&ians. 

3 Ayrshire. 

1 Guernsey. 

1 Jersey. 

3 Komos. 

] Dexter. 

31 in all. 

Last year at Leicester the numbers disqualified were 43 out 
of 83 ; this year with the increased entries, 61 out of 123 tested 
showed a deficiency of fat at one of the two milkings. 

The full report of the trials with the awards in each class 
is given in Table I, while the average figures of each breed are 
shown in Table II. 

The Champion Prizes were awarded as below:— 

A. — For Cou'8 of the Dairy Shorthorn , Lincolnshire Bed Shorthorn , Devon, 
South Devon, Bed Boll, Blue Albion and British Friesian Breeds . 

Champion Prize, £30.—1767 Bortram Parkinson’s British Friesian, Thur¬ 
ston Karels Emily. 

Reserve Number, £5.-1772 Friend Sykes’ British Friesian, Kingswood 
Ceres Daisy. 

B. —For Cows of the Ayrshire, Guernsey and Jersey Breeds . 

Champion Prize, £20.—2037 F. B. Imbert-Terry’s Jersey, Blue Hayes 
Sporran. 

Reserve Number, £5.—2031 Mrs. Evelyn’s Jersey, Fairlawne Hussy. 

C. —For Cow8 of the Kerry and Dexter Breeds . 

Champion Prize, £10.—2111 Kerry Estates Ltd. Kerry, Valencia Eileen 
3rd. 

Reserve Number, £5.—2108 Elmhurst Farming and Trading Co.’s Kerry, 

Flora of Carton. 

Special Jersey Prize of £10 10s., given by the Royal Jersey 
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Agricultural Society for the Jersey Cow obtaining greatest 
number of points - 

P. B. Imbert-Terry, Blue Hayes Sporran. 

The “ Elmhurst 99 Perpetual Silver Challenge Cup, value Fifty 
Guineas, offered by the British Kerry Cattle Society, for the 
Kerry Cow obtaining tho highest number of points:-- 
Kerry Estates Ltd., Valencia Eileen 3rd. 


Table IT. 


No. of 
Cows 
Com¬ 
peting 

Biced 

Live 

Weight 

Days 

In 

Milk 

Milk 

Fat 
per 
cent. 

1 Points 

1 



Lb 


Lb ft/ 



18 

Shorthorn 

. . 1414 

44 

66 101 

3*31 

69 55 

o 

Non-Pedigree Shorthorn . 1424 

23 

66 6 

4-11 

72*81 

9 

Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn 1468 

42 

66 134 

3-26 

70*96 

2 

South Devon 

. . 1701 

108 

42 12 

413 

61-09 

10 

Red Poll . . . . 

1270 

76 

46 12 

3*23 

62*46 

4 

Blue Albion . 

1447 

24 

56 1 

3*60 

70*48 

26 

British Friesian . 

. 1469 

72 

67 8 

2*76 

79*89 

5 

Ayrshire . 

. . 1109 

43 

57 1* 

3*03 

70*31 

17 

Guernsey . 

. . 987 

72 

37 11J 

4*33 

57 95 

14 

Jersey 

. . 866 

108 

38 2} 

4*60 

62*90 

r> 

Kerry . 

. . 977 

79 

43 3* 

3*33 

60*52 

11 

Doxtor 

. . C49 

69 

28 8 r, 

3*64 | 

45*19 


BUTTER TESTS (CLASSES 254a & b). 

Out of an entry of 105, 81 animals were present to compete 
for the Butter Test Prizes, and of these 37 were disqualified 
from receiving mention as their milk showed a butter ratio of 
over 30 lb , which means that it would take 3 gallons of milk 
in each case to make 1 lb. butter, estimating a gallon of milk 
co weigh 10 lb. 

The cattle, both in the milking and butter test trials, were 
weighed at 6 p.m. on Wednesday, July 8, and in tho pase of 
tho Butter Test Cattle were afterward placed in their respective 
classes, A and B. Those exceeding 900 lb. live weight being 
in A Class and those not exceeding that figure in B Class. 

Full particulars of the trials are given in Table 111 and the 
average results of each breed in Table IV. 

Churning commenced on Friday morning, July 10, at 9 30 
a.m. and the awards were all posted up at 7 p.m. 






Table III —RESULTS of BUTTER TESTS at CHESTER, 1925 

C1AS8 2o4a -COWS EXCEEDIN'!} 900 LB LIVE WEIGHT 
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CLASS 2a 4A —COWS NOT EXCEEDING 800 LB LIVE WEIGHT 
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Table IV.— Average Results obtained from the Cows in the Butter 
Test Classes . 

Class 254a.— EXCEEDING 900 lb. LIVE WEIGHT. 


No. of 
Cows 
Com¬ 
peting. 

Breed 


Live 

weight 

Days 

in 

milk 

Milk 

Batter 

yield 

Ratio 

Total 

Points 




Lb. 


Lb. 

oz. 

Lb. r ozj 

Lb. 


13 

Shorthorn 

. 

1442 

37 

57 10* 

2 1* 

27-73 

33-25 

5 

Lincolnshire 

Red 








Shorthorn . 


1502 

42 

58 

12 

1 15* 

29-89 

31-70 

o 

South Devon 


1701 

108 

42 

12 

1 14* 

22-01 i 37-05 

5 

Red Poll . . 


1314 

77 

46 

5* 

1 10* 

27-98 

30-20 

4 

Blue Albion . 

* 

1440 

25 

55 

13 

2 2 

26-19 

34-00 

21 

British Friesian 


1438 

73 

68 

15 

1 11* | 

40-11 

31-10 

3 

Ayrshire. 


1187 

29 

61 131 

1 12$ 1 

34-46 

28-66 

5 

Guernsey 


1044 

64 

36 

8 

1 10* 

22-03 

28*90 

4 

Jersey 


983 

99 

49 

8 

2 6£ 

20-43 

44-65 

4 

Kerry 


1 987 

81 

44 

7 

1 6* 

31-60 

26-60 


Class 254b.—COWS NOT EXCEEDING 900 lb. LIVE WEIGHT. 


5 Guernsey ... 820 82 30 12 1 7| 20-71 i 27-95 

10 Jersey .... 830 109 34 10* 1 9* 21-90 1 32-15 

MILK YIELD TRIALS 
(GOATS, CLASSES 264 and 265). 

Tho number of goats competing in these Trials was 26 out 
of an original entry of 38. These were milked out on Tuesday, 
July 7, at 7 p.m., the milk for the next 24 hours being taken 
for the Quality Trials with an extra milking 12 hours for the 
quantity trials. Mr. Thomas W. Palmer, the Hon. Secretary 
of the British Goat Society, was present and kindly superin¬ 
tended the whole of the work. Full particulars of the Trials 
are given in Table on page 190. 

EXPERIMENTS IN THE DAIRY. 

Cheshire Cheese. 

Chester being a centre of the Cheshire Cheese industry, it 
was decided to carry out experiments to show that the quality, 
and perhaps the quantity, of the cheese might be improved if 
milk with a somewhat higher percentage of fat than 3 per cent, 
were used. 

With a view to obtain this it was proposed to use Channel 
Island milks in the proportion of 25 per cent., the remaining 
75 per cent, being milk from the Dairy Shorthorn and British 





Table V.—MILK-YIELD CLASSES FOR GOATS at CHESTER, 1926 
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Friesian breeds. These milks were all obtained from the cows 
on the Showground, the following milks being used:— 

1. —Shorthorn, from morning’s milk. 

2. —British Friesian, from morning’s milk. 

3. —Shorthorn, from evening milk. 

4. —British Friesian, from evening milk. 

5. —Shorthorn and Jersey. 

6. —Shorthorn and Guernsey. 

7. —British Friesian and Jersey. 

8. —British Friesian and Guernsey. 

The Table on page 192 gives full details of the trial, the 
cheeses being placed in their order of milk. 

The sulphuric acid supplied for the Gerber Tester was found 
on Monday morning to be unsuitable and a fresh supply could not 
bo obtained until Wednesday. It was therefore impossible to 
ascertain the percentage of fat in each lot of milk throughout 
the week. The average fat percentages in the milk of the cattle 
entered for the milking trials (from which milks the cheeses 
had been made) give a fairly approximate idea of the quality of 
the milks used in this experiment. These tat percentages were 
as follows :—Shorthorn, 3-31 fat; British Friesian, 2-76 fat; 
Guernsey, 4-33 fat; Jersey, 4*60 fat. 

A glance at the figures will show that it was difficult to obtain 
sufficient milk in the afternoon, so cheeses from the Shorthorn 
and Friesian milks were made twice, one lot of 10 gallons being 
used in each case from morning’s milk and a second cheese being 
made from 30 gallons of evening milk. 

The cheeses were taken from the Show to the Farm Institute 
at Penkridge, Stafford, where they were looked after by Miss 
E. Noble, the Dairy Instructress to the Staffordshire County 
Council. They were subsequently judged by Mr. J. C. Huston, 
the Principal of the Institute, who has on previous occasions 
undertaken this work for the Society, for which I ask him again 
to accept their sincere thanks. 

Looking at the result of the experiment it would appear 
that the addition of Channel Island milk to the Dairy Shorthorn 
and British Friesian milks has resulted in an improved cheese 
m every respect. 

The bitter flavour noted against the Friesian cheese is 
probably due to the food the cows were having. 

Wensleydale Cheese. 

As Wensleydale is a comparatively easy cheese to make and 
one which is increasing in popularity, 3 cheeses from the milks 
of the Ayrshire and Channel Island breeds were made during 
the week of the Show. Table VII gives full particulars con¬ 
nected with the making of the cheeses. 



Weight in lb 


192 





WENSLEYDALE CHEESE EXPERIMENT. 


193 



H 
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As all the milk from the cattle in the Showground has to 
be brought to the Dairy during the time cattle are in the 
yard, the Dairy Staff, when not engaged with the Milk Yield and 
Butter Test trials, were employed in the making of cream and 
other soft cheeses, and the manufacture of scalded cream from 
the various milks, showing how to get the best results therefrom, 
by securing correct temperatures, noting times for setting, etc., 
etc., and other details, all of which can be obtained at the 
dairy—and in the making of cheese mixtures, an economical way 
of using up cheese which has gone dry—to which must be added 
the sampling of milk and the use of the Gerber Tester. 

The work in the Dairy is hard and continuous, and to the 
Stewards, the dairymaids and all the workers in and about the 
Dairy, particularly to Mr. Hasted, whose assistance to me is 
invaluable, 1 am again privileged to return my most sincere 
thanks. 

Ernest Mathews. 

Elmodoshum House, 

Ainorsliam. 


AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION EXHIBIT, 
CHESTER, 1925. 

The dissemination of the results of research and other agricul¬ 
tural investigations and experiments is by no means the least 
function in the scheme of agricultural education. To fulfil this 
purpose effectively the practical results of research work must 
reach the farmers for whose benefit it is intended. These results 
can only become available if, and when, they are published. In 
certain fields of research such publications would not be readily 
understood by the majority of farmers, and it is important that 
the circulation and acquisition of knowledge should not be pre¬ 
judiced by the use of highly technical language. While courses 
of training at University centres, agricultural colleges, and farm 
institutes serve as a means of instilling these results into some 
of the future generation of farmers, the present body of farmers, 
their sons and daughters, who are not in a position to receive an 
institutional training, require different methods of information. 
The functions in this respect are therefore delegated to County 
Organisers and Advisory Officers who, by maintaining personal 
contact with the farming community, act as the links in the 
chain of transmission of new knowledge, methods and practice. 
By means of lectures, of discussion societies, of correspondence, 
and so forth, effective distribution of research is accomplished, 
and the system affords the means of relaying criticisms of the 
value of results back to the research workers. 
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The agricultural, daily, and weekly press, the Government 
departments, and various agricultural societies also take a hand 
in imparting this knowledge in simple ways to the farming com¬ 
munity through their papers and publications. Latterly the 
introduction of wireless has increased the scope of distributing 
research results and made it possible for their transmission 
direct to the farmer. 

The exhibits which are shown every year at the Society’s 
annual show make a valuable contribution to the diffusion of 
agricultural knowledge and are by no means the least valuable 
in this direction. Inasmuch as representatives of the various 
stations are in attendance to explain and amplify the informa¬ 
tion sot forth, exhibits of this description serve a dual purpose. 
The personal contact thus created ensures that the inquirer is 
given the salient facts, with such qualifications as are important, 
while at the same time the research worker is given an oppor¬ 
tunity of becoming conversant with the practical opinions on 
and criticisms of his line of research. In addition they serve to 
create in the mind of the research worker a feeling of responsi¬ 
bility as to the immediate and ultimate utilitarian value of the 
work he presents. 

The Exhibition at Chester this year, which was again under 
the charge of Mr. Wilfred H. Parker, attracted a large number 
of agricultural and other visitors. 

The number of stations represented was well up to average, 
and the inclusion of an exhibit from the recently established 
Agricultural Engineering Institute at Oxford added a new fea¬ 
ture to the educational display at the Show. 

Writers of this report in the past have continually drawn 
attention to defects in the presentation of the material exhibited, 
and it becomes rather monotonous to have to repeat this criti¬ 
cism year after year without any evident improvement being 
effected in this respect. This year’s exhibit was no exception 
in this sense. Inadequate labelling of exhibits and, in some 
cases, overcrowding were noticeable defects. On the other 
hand one station represented had so much space at its disposal 
that it was able to display a photograph of the staff and a 
syllabus of the curriculum. There also appeared to be a tend¬ 
ency on the part of Colleges to illustrate the educational facilities 
provided by them rather than the results achieved by their 
investigations, which conceivably is the principal object of these 
exhibits. 

The presence of overcrowded exhibits and under-filled 
spaces appears to indicate that the cubicle type of stall is not 
altogether the most desirable. In a straight run it would be 
possible for one department, which might find itself overcrowded, 
to utilise the space not required by other departments. Over- 
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crowding is to some extent due to a natural desire to include as 
many illustrations as possible without due regard being paid to 
their educational value. On the ground that an exhibit should 
have a definite educational value, it may be possible to secure 
a better selection of material and so help to obviate defects 
of this nature. The exhibit of the Cheshire School of Agricul¬ 
ture was a marked contrast to the exhibits of the other 
Research Stations. This exhibit was placed in a large tent 
by itself and adequate space was available for all the mater¬ 
ial. Definite breaks were made between each subject, each 
subject was adequately labelled, and there was plenty of room 
to walk around freely It is useful to give local institutions a 
premier place in an exhibit of this kind, as farmers from other 
parts of the country are keen to ascertain the prominent features 
of local agriculture, but other exhibitors suffered in comparison 
and much of their display was ^mde ineffective from the show¬ 
man’s point of view. Surely the expense which is incurred in 
placing the exhibits of these more remote stations is alone a 
cogent argument that no trouble should be spared in making 
them serve effectively the purpose for which they are exhibited. 

Lawes Agricultural Trust , Rothamsted. —The Rothamsted 
Station had a very comprehensive exhibit and perhaps the most 
interesting and practical part was that relating to the influence 
of manures on the yield and quality of barley. On soils which 
are at all suitable it is the ideal of every farmer who grows 
barley to obtain a malting sample. In order to be successful 
in this respect farmers in general have followed established 
practices in regard to manuring. The scheme of manuring was 
mainly phosphatic. Nitrogen, if used at all, was only given when 
barley was taken after another com crop. In this respect 
practice and current teaching were largely in agreement, for it 
was considered that the use of nitrogen, besides leading to an 
excess of straw and consequent lodging at harvest time, had an 
adverse effect on the malting qualities of the grain. Since 1922 
Sir John Russell and his colleagues have been investigating the 
truth or otherwise of these practices in relation to one variety 
of Barley, viz., Plumage Archer. A distinguishing feature is 
that all the experimental barleys are examined by expert maltsters 
and afterwards separately malted and the malt analysed. As a 
result they have shown that the use of nitrogen, even after roots 
folded, has not adversely affected the valuation of the barley or 
the value of the resulting malt. The use of 1 cwt. Sulphate of 
Ammonia had actually increased the valuation of the barley at 
5 out of 7 stations, one showed the same valuation, while the 
remaining one gave a small decrease in the valuation as com¬ 
pared with land not so treated. Not only so but the mean 
increase in yield of barley from the use of this fertiliser was 5*4 
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bushels per acre. When it is remembered that statistical evi¬ 
dence over a long period of years shows very little increase in 
the yield of barley, the results achieved in these experiments are 
of great agricultural importance. 

An interesting chart was that showing the distribution of 
green manuring experiments. This series of experiments is 
being carried out by the aid of grants from the Society. The 
value and importance of mustard as a green manuring crop is 
well known to farmers, but the growing of winter catch crops 
to be turned in before root crops is probably of greater agri¬ 
cultural significance. The retarding factors at the moment 
are climate and rainfall, as it appears to be established that 
winter catch crops for green manuring can only be successfully 
grown in regions with an average winter temperature of 40° F, 
and an annual rainfall of 30 to 40". Investigations are therefore 
proceeding to discover crops which will withstand the colder and 
drier climates of the North and East. 

Other exhibits from this Station illustrated the results of 
manurial experiments on the permanent barley fields at Rotham- 
sted, the effect of manures on starch production, the possibilities 
of inoculation on the growth of lucerne, and the distribution of 
centres where artificial farm-yard manure is being produced. 
It is noteworthy, in connection with the latter, that in 1924 some 
3,000 tons of straw were converted in Britain ilone, while the 
spread of this method of treatment has extended to many other 
countries of the world, actually much larger quantities of straw 
being treated abroad than in this country. 

Altogether this exhibit was very useful. Sir John Russell, 
however, appears to justify the economic practicability of his 
results by the extent of the gains he obtains, and it would have 
completed the picture, if in some cases tho cash value , which 
is a convincing argument to the farmer, had also been deinon- 
trated. 

University College of North Wales , Bangor .—This department 
had a wealth of material on view, but the space available was 
much too small, and consequently it was exceptionally difficult 
to sort out the various exhibits. 

One of the most virulent diseases known to the flockmaster 
is Liver Rot, and owing to the severity of this disease last win¬ 
ter, sheep farmers would be specially interested in the investiga¬ 
tions undertaken to affect a cure of this disease by the use of 
extract of Male Fern, B.P. Mr. Montgomery gave results of 
tests last winter on 90 flocks, representing an aggregate of 7,376 
sheep, and the conclusion to which he comes is that Male Fern 
extract may, with reasonable care, be successfully employed in 
the treatment of the disease. 

The distribution of rookeries in North Wales was the subject 
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of another chart exhibited. The balances of gains and losses 
due to the presence of rooks is a matter of speculation among 
inquirers on the subject. One rarely finds, however, that farmers 
have a good word to say for them and the damage done at seed 
time and harvest is undoubtedly great. Similar surveys to that 
which Dr. Walton has conducted in North Wales would be easy 
to ‘accomplish, and would provide very valuable data on which 
to base conclusions on the depredations of the rook. 

Whey Research Factory , Easlingion, Crewe. —Cheese-making 
is not now so largely a matter of production on a small scale on 
the farm, and the presence of numerous large scale cheese fac¬ 
tories is an ordinary feature throughout the country. This 
evolution has rendered the disposal of whey a matter of great 
difficulty and to provide means for its efficient utilisation has 
been the subject of investigation for some years. 

Whey contains very valuable food materials, but their 
economic extraction has been hampered by the fact that whey 
contains 93£ per cent, water, and therefore storage, transporta¬ 
tion, and evaporation are expensive. The Whey Research 
Factory was erected to investigate the possibilities of economic 
condensation of whey at cheese factories and the extraction of 
the food material from it. Condensation of the whey to j 1 ,, of 
its bulk has actually been accomplished by a vacuum evaporation 
process, and three classes of products, viz., lactose, lact albumen, 
and animal foods, are turned out. The products were on view. 
Two animal foods—dry whey food and whey paste—both rich 
in albuminoids—were shown. A statement of the cost of feed¬ 
ing them to pigs showed that the results were as good as those 
obtained by the usual method of feeding with meals alone. 
These foods are to be had from the factory at £12 a ton f.o.r. 
Whether the process of condensation is economical or whether 
the foods can be produced at the sale price was not disclosed, 
and the financial results of the methods will be awaited with keen 
interest by those in the dairy-farming business generally. 

National Institute of Agricultural Botany , Cambridge .—A series 
of maps illustrating the Institute’s systems of field trials was 
worthy of notice, for although its educational value was perhaps 
not very great, it demonstrated to visitors the care taken to 
eliminate all possible sources of error in agricultural experiments 
now being conducted at Research Stations. 

Other exhibits included a full working plant for the testing 
of seeds for purity and germination. 

Undoubtedly the most attractive exhibit was that of The 
Cheshire School of Agriculture. Outside the main tent were 
plots illustrating the many activities of this school. All the 
plots were well labelled, and it was therefore possible to appre¬ 
ciate the aims of the various experiments, one of the most useful 
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of which is an attempt to improve the pastures on the millstone 
grit formation in a smoke area in N.E. Cheshire. A whole farm 
is being used to test various methods of improvement, and a 
part of the scheme, which may be said to be novel in trials of 
this kind, is an endeavour to keep the experiment within the 
means of the farmer and at the same time to keep a careful note 
of the finance of the whole investigation. 

Another useful demonstration was a pen of pullets from sex- 
linked crosses, with records of tne egg production, in order to 
show the utility of these crosses. 

To deal adequately with the many subjects displayed in the 
internal part of the exhibit would unduly prolong this report. 
However, one or two matters deserve special attention. The 
chart, of which a copy is attached, was of value to farmers 
and others interested in the economics of arable dairy farm¬ 
ing :— 


Comparative Results on Grass and Arable Farms in South Cheshire, 
1922 - 3 , per 100 Acres. 


fins? Tar in Arablo J»arm 


No. of Cows . 

Total i lilk, gallons 
Incomo from milk 
Labour .... 
Manures and seeds 
Net output 
Net output per man 


44 

62 

22,000 

36,800 

£ 1,077 

£ 2.277 

£400 

£ 1,100 

£35 

£250 

£625 

£675 

£193 

£77 


These figures are based on a wholly grass cheese-making farm 
of 187 acres and a milk-selling farm of 35 acres, twenty-five of 
which are arable. The figures serve to illustrate the strength 
and weakness of both types of holdings. 

Two charts which also attracted considerable attention gave 
the financial results of two dairy farms, one representing the 
year 1822-3 and the other 1922-3. The figures are given on 
page 200. 

The figures demonstrate in a remarkable manner the commer¬ 
cialisation of farming which has taken place in the 100 years 
interval, due to the growth of population which has made it 
necessary to intensify the farming business. A hundred years 
ago the landlord’s bill was the main concern of the farmer, farm¬ 
ing was a more self-contained business with no purchases of 
stock and very little of feeding-stuffs bought. To-day, the 
expenditure, allowing for difference in size, is over 4 times that 
of the earlier date, the landlord’s rent has sunk to fifth place in 
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the expenditure, while wages and the feeding-stuffs bill have 
grown enormously. 

A display of ancient and modern dairying and cheese-making 
equipment and machinery was another pleasing feature of this 
exhibit, and no one could fail to be impressed by the great strides 
in efficiency which the application of science and invention has 
made possible in the dairy industry. 

The Principal and Staff of the Cheshire School deserve great 
credit for the excellence of their exhibit, which succeeded in no 
small measure in combining the scientific and economic side of 
their investigations. It must have been gratifying to them that 
their efforts were rewarded by the evident interest shown by the 
visitors to the exhibit. 

The Institute of Agricultural Engineering , Oxford , in con¬ 
junction with The Crop-Drying Company Ltd. had a demon¬ 
stration exhibit of crop-drying by artificial means in the imple¬ 
ment section of the show. Considerable interest was evinced 
in this demonstration. It was felt, however, that farmers have 
yet to be convinced that this apparatus is as effective and econ¬ 
omical as the natural methods of crop-drying. Its value in 
wet seasons is undoubtedly considerable, but it is suggested that 
the apparatus should be used every year irrespective of weather 
conditions. It would have been a distinct advantage if details 
of the capital outlay and running cost of the equipment, as well 
as the additional costs consequent on the need foi smaller stacks, 
had been given. 

Agricultural Education exhibits have now been shown at 
the Society’s annual show since 1903, and an examination of 
the reports since that date reveals the fact that very little, if any, 
advance has been made in the methods of communicating re¬ 
search investigations to the farmer. Reliance is still placed on the 
efficacy of a display of samples, charts, literature and personal 
explanation. While there are better methods available, it is a 
pity that the present ones still persist. During these years the 
use of the cinema as an educational device has increased rapidly, 
and the suggestion is now put forward that the time is ripe for 
the dissemination of agricultural education by this means, not 
only at the Society’s Show, but at other shows up and down the 
country. The farming community is then assembled in large 
numbers, and the projection of educational matter on the screen 
would, it is considered, apart from the greatly increased facilities 
afforded for explanation, serve in every way to make Agricultural 
education a much more fascinating, stimulating and attractive 
study and amply justify the cost of the equipment. 

A. Bridges. 

Agricultural Economics Research Institute, Oxford. 
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THE FORESTRY EXHIBITION AT THE 
CHESTER SHOW, 1925. 

As in former years the forestry exhibits were arranged in a 
special building with outdoor space near by for gates, fencing, 
tree guards and living trees. Six competitive classes were 
arranged for planks of home-grown timber, but exhibits were 
only made in four, whilst the competition was not very keen. 
The chief exhibitors were the Earl of Powis, Lord Harlech, 
Lord Penrhyn, Colonel Samuel Sandbach, the Dinam Estates 
Company, and Capt. J. M. Naylor. Most of the planks sent 
by the Earl of Powis were of outstanding merit and he was 
placed first in Classes 1 and 2, and second in Class 4. In the 
last-named class he exhibited five fine planks of Douglas Fir, 
Silver Fir, Cedar, Sequoia (jigan' a, and Pinus Jeffreyi, the last 
named being the narrowest with a width of 2 feet 11 inches. 
Had the number of planks in the class been limited, the quality 
of the timber would have placed this exhibit first, but the great 
variety of planks staged by Capt. Naylor just gained the major 
number of points. Other prize-winners in these classes were 
Lord Penrhyn with one first and two seconds, and Lord Harlech 
with one second. 

Unfortunately all the timber exhibited in these classes 
appeared to have been cut from park, hedgerow, or garden 
trees, and there was nothing to demonstrate the possibilities 
of the several species when grown under forest conditions, and 
a class or classes for forest-grown timber might be worthy of 
consideration, for after all the object of these exhibitions is to 
demonstrate the practicability of producing at home, timber 
equal in quality to that imported from other countries, and 
this can be better done by exhibiting timber from forest-grown 
trees than from isolated specimens. At the same time a better 
impression would bo made were the Council to insist upon 
the more careful preparation of specimens, i.e. squaring the 
ends of planks in order that they may stand erect, sawing all 
to a uniform length, and giving a better finish to planed 
surfaces. These are all points that appeal to an uninformed 
public. 

The non-competitive exhibits were of considerable interest 
and there appeared to have been a genuine effort to get away 
from the all-too-common abnormal growths and other un¬ 
important objects that often form a feature of Forestry Ex¬ 
hibitions. The best group was that exhibited by H.M. Forestry 
Commissioners. It filled several bays and included an exhibit 
illustrative of seven ages in the life of an Oak. Commencing 
with the seedling, the life history was carried through to mature 
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timber cut into waggon scantlings. The scantlings were sent by 
a commercial firm and worthily represented the quality of well- 
grown British Oak. There were also models of an aerial wire- 
rope-way as used by the Commission for carrying timber across 
the Wye ; a charcoal kiln ; and a wood distillation plant with 
samples of the distillates, llelief maps of portions of the Crown 
Forests of Dean and Tintern Woods were exhibited with maps 
indicating the position and areas of the Commission’s activities 
during the last five years. Specimens illustrating various 
stages in the production of artificial silk from spruce logs to 
manufactured articles created a good deal of interest. A wide 
selection of tool handles made from coppice wood was of con¬ 
siderable educational value. The exhibit was awarded the gold 
medal. 

The National Museum of Wales, Cardiff, filled two bays 
with a miscellaneous collection, including photographs of fine 
trees grown in Wales, herbarium and timber specimens of 
various kinds of trees, Aspen and other woods for the manufacture 
of matches and match-boxes, various stages in the manufacture 
of artificial silk, from logs of Spruce and Poplar to a finished 
blouse and a pair of stockings; paper-making from wood pulp 
and other objects. 

From the Forestry Department of the University College of 
North Wales was sent adendograph, an instrument for making a 
continuous record of the changes in diameter oi a tree, together 
with a chart showing the daily changes in the diameter of a 
Douglas Fir throughout the growing season of 1924 and part 
of 1925, together with temperature and rainfall records. Also 
a series of sections showing the mean diameter at five yearly 
intervals of two stems of Douglas Fir 35 and 40 years old 
respectively. A plan of the Cairiog Experimental area attached 
to the College was also shown. This and the previously de¬ 
scribed exhibit were awarded silver medals. 

In the non-competitive section interesting exhibits were 
also made by the Hon. N. Orde Powlett, miscellaneous exhibits 
including coloured photographs ; Sir Gerald Vincent Corbet, 
very good cleft fence pales and shingles ; Mr. W. Craven Llewelyn, 
herbarium specimens, etc.; the Margam Estate, South Wales, 
miscellaneous collection; Messrs. Little & Ballantyne, Carlisle, 
examples of young trees ; the Duke of Westminster, specimens 
of timber showing the effects of creosofe ; Mr. Russell Morrison, 
Morrison’s Patent Universal Transplanter for Forest Tree Seed¬ 
lings ; Messrs. Trewhella Bros. Pty, Ltd., monkey winch tree 
and stump puller with photographs showing the machine at 
work. 

Mr. Coltman-Rogcrs, the senior Steward of the Forestry 
Section, contributed an honorary exhibit of scientific interest. 



204 The Forestry Exhibition at the Chester Show , 1925. 

This included numerous specimens of new Chinese Conifers 
from his famous collection at Stanage Park. Conspicuous 
amongst them were branches and foliage of the rare Chinese 
Silver Firs, Abies Forrestii , A. recurvata, and A. Faxoniana ; 
an interesting Chinese Spruce, Picea asperata } with its varieties 
ponderosa and notabilis; cones produced at Stanage Park by 
some of these trees, and others contributed by Professor Sar¬ 
gent of the Arnold Arboretum. There were also cones produced 
at Stanage Park of the new Chinese Larch, Larix Potaninii. 
Mr. Coltman-Rogers also exhibited photographs of trees taken 
in Trinidad and Jamaica, a small collection of forestry tools 
and accessories, and several fungus diseases and insect pests 
harmful to forest trees. 

Outside Messrs. Dicksons, Ltd., Chester, were awarded a 
silver medal in Class 15, for a very excellent collection of orna¬ 
mental trees, chiefly Conifers. Unfortunately their names were 
not in all cases correct. 

The classes for gates were well filled and some considerable 
difficulty was found in awarding the medals. Eventually in 
Class 7 for an Oak field gate, Major Robert Barbour was placed 
first and the Earl of Powis second. In Class 8, for a field gate 
of any other home-grown timber or combination of timbers, 
the Earl of Powis was placed first and the Dinam Estates 
Company second. For a wicket or hunting gate only one medal 
was offered: this w as won by Major Robert Barbour. A bronze 
medal might well be offered in this class, for it attracted 
numerous competitors. 

Class 10 for a tree guard attracted numerous entries, but 
both medals were awarded to the Earl of Powis. Several of 
the tree guards were too elaborate for general use, whilst some 
of the timber used was too weak for use in places to which 
powerful animals have access. 

Class 11 for fencing attracted a number of entries which 
were difficult to judge, for they were of distinctly different 
types. Eventually both medals were awarded to the Dinam 
Estates Company for two types of strong, serviceable fencing. 
The fences exhibited by the Liverpool Corporation Waterworks 
Committee and by Sir Gerald Vincent Corbet, Bart., the former 
of split Larch and the latter of Ash, had much to commend 
them for woodlands and temporary work. 

Classes 12, 13 and 14 did not fill. Messrs. Christy & Penny, 
Ltd., attracted many visitors by their petrol-driven “ Wade ” 
saw which was engaged in cutting transverse slabs from an 
Elm log. 

Below is a list of the official awards: 
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COMPETITIVE CLASSES. 

Class 1.—Specimens of Oak, Elm, Ash, and Beech Timber. 

I. Silver Medal. —The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool. 

II. Bronze Medal. —Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

H. C. —Lord Harlech, Brogyntyn, Oswestry. 

Class 2.—Specimens of Larch, Spruce, and Scotch Pine Timber. 

I. Silver Medal .—The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool. 

II. Bronze Medal. —Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

Class 3.—Specimens of any other sort of Hard Wood or Broad 
Leaved Timber. 

I. Silver Medal .—Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

II. Bronze Medal .—Lord Harlech, Brogyntyn, Oswestry. 

Class 4.—Specimens of any other sort of Coniferous Timber. 

I. Silver Medal. —Captain J. M. Naylor, Leighton Hall, Wolshpool 

II. Bronze Medal. —The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Wolbhpool. 

H. C. —Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

Class 7.—Oak Field Gates for Farm Use. 

I. Silver Medal. —Major Robert Barbour, Bolesworth Castle, Tatton- 
hall, Chester. 

II. Brotize Medal .—The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool. 

H. C, —Dinam Estates Co., Llandinam, Mont. 

Class 8.—Field Gates for Farm Use, of any other Home-grown 

Wood. 

I. Silver Medal .—The Earl of Powis, Powis Cast • , Welshpool. 

IT. Bronze Medal .—Dinam Estates Co., Llandinam, Mont. 

Class 9.—Wicket or Hunting Gates. 

I. Silver Medal. —Major Robert Barbour, Bolesworth Castle, Tatten- 
hall, Chester. 

H.C. —The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool. 

H. C. —Lord Tollemache’s Trustees, Estate Office, Bunbury, Chesliire. 

Class 10.—Tree Guards. 

I. Silver Medal and II. Bronze Medal. —The Earl of Powis, Powis 
Castle, Wolshpool. 

Class 11.—Fencing of Home-grown Wood. 

I. Silver Medal and II. Bronze Medal .—Dinam Estates Co., Llan¬ 
dinam, Mont. 

H.C. —Sir Gerald Vincent Corbet, Bart., Acton Revnald, Shrewsbury. 

H. C. —Liverpool Corporation Waterworks Committee. 

Class 15.—Nurserymen’s Competition for Best Exhibits of Rarer 
Specimen and Ornamental Trees. 

I. Silver Medal. —Dickson’s Nurseries, Ltd., Chester. 

Non-Competitive Exhibits. 

Silver Medal. —Department of Botany, National Museum of Wales, 
Cardiff. 

Bronze Medal .—The Hon. N. Orde Powlett, Bolton Hall, Leybum, 
Yorks. 
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H.C .—Sir Gerald Vincent Corbet, Bart., Acton Reynold, Shrewsbury. 
H.C. —W. Craven Llewelyn, Clydach, Glam. 

Special Medal given by the R.A.S.E. for the best general collection of 
exhibits m the competitive and non-competitive sections was awarded 
to :— 

His Majesty’s Forestry Commissioners, 22, Grosvenor Gardens, 
London, S.W.l. 

Reserve:—Department of Botany, National Museum of Wales, 
Cardiff. 

W. Dallimore. 

Royal Botanic Gardens, 

Kew, Surrey. 


REPORT OF THE JUDGES ON THE PLAN¬ 
TATIONS COMPETITION HELD IN CON¬ 
NECTION WITH ^HE CHESTER SHOW, 
1925 - 

Owing to Major Caccia, who was originally appointed one of 
the Judges, having found himself unable to act, some delay 
took place in starting the itinerary. A further difficulty was 
experienced in the fact that the closing date of entries had to 
be postponed owing to the small number coming forward, but 
eventually the number of entries proved much larger than usual. 
One difficulty the judges experienced was the fact that a very 
large area was included in the district which was eligible for 
competition, and not only were many of the estates widely 
separated, but on some of the single estates plantations entered 
were at wide distances apart. If the Judges might venture 
upon a recommendation they would suggest that the area for 
future competitions, especially those in well wooded districts, 
be considerably restricted. This suggestion is made less for 
the sake of the judges than for the sake of the entrants, as the 
experience this year was that landowners who entered planta¬ 
tions are extremely keen to hear the judges’ actual discussion 
in the woodlands, and to secure such advice as they may be 
able to get, and they put themselves to considerable trouble 
to be present at the actual judging. Their agents and foresters 
were also, in every instance, keen to discuss points. When 
the area is large it proves impossible to give definite dates and 
times of arrival, and the landowners and their representatives 
are often put to considerable inconvenience by waiting, or in 
some cases being preceded by the arrival of the judges. It 
should be emphasised that in all cases in the present competition 
the landowners and their agents and foresters put themselves 
to very great trouble to accommodate themselves to the judges' 
times, and in many cases put themselves to great inconvenience 
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to meet them. The Judges have to offer a further criticism of 
the rules, viz. the paragraph which refers to the desire and 
intention of the Council that plantations Rliould be judged in 
their normal condition of management. They found in some 
cases that owners had deliberately postponed the cleaning, etc., 
of the woods in case they infringed this regulation. The Judges 
are also of opinion that it is perfectly legitimate for an owner 
to give some special attention to a plantation which he has 
entered for show or competitive purposes, as is done in the case 
of all exhibits at agricultural and other shows. 

There were many notable features in the woodlands which 
were examined. One was that in some cases very young wood¬ 
lands of not more than one or two years’ growth from date of 
planting had been entered. In the case of such plantations, 
it is impossible to give an estimate of their value or even of 
their prospects of development. Another point to which atten¬ 
tion should be called is that landowners found themselves in 
considerable difficulties in stating the exact cost of plantations, 
and the Judges were obliged to rather discount this particular 
regulation, as without a very complicated system of costings 
and book-keeping, it is clear that landowners cannot give a 
definite statement. In some cases the Judges used their dis¬ 
cretion and eliminated some young plantations on estates where 
more than one of the same class was entered, end substituted 
others in different classes which they saw in cheir itinerary. 
The most striking feature of the whole competition was the 
extraordinary extent to which Douglas Fir had been planted 
in Wales within recent years. There is perhaps a considerable 
danger in the too extensive planting of one species, which is 
probably greater in the case of Douglas Fir than in any other. 
In the management of these plantations, the system seems to 
prevail by which pruning is done in a way which cannot be 
approved. Both Judges are agreed on the fact that in the suc¬ 
cessful rearing of Douglas Fir pruning is necessary, but it ought 
to be done by cutting the lower dead branches close in to the 
main stem with as clean a cut as possible and not leaving a snag 
of 6 in or so long, as such a method leaves a largo number of 
dead or black knots in the timber which is subsequently laid 
on by the mam trunk. It was pointed out, when attention 
was called to this fact, that it would be easy to re-prune, but 
it is obvious that such a method merefy doubles the cost. The 
Judges are strongly of opinion that a fine pruning saw is more 
effective than a bill-hook. Numerous plantations had suffered 
considerably through thinnings being postponed too long. 
This resulted in the trees being drawn up too much and the 
crowns being too small. The plantations consequently suffered 
loss of increment. 
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It is impossible to mention all the good points of the plan¬ 
tations inspected, but special mention should be made of the 
Leighton Hall Estate of Captain J. M. Naylor which secured 
the Gold Medal for the best plantation. This plantation, which 
is 25 acres in extent and thirty-seven years of age, consists of 
mixed species of Ash, Larch, Spruce and Sycamore. The Judges 
had no hesitation in making this award. The Ash is now the 
main crop and some are nearly 100 ft. high, while many are 
70 ft. without a branch. The trees contain on an average 17 
cu. ft. The Judges consider this one of the best examples of 
mixed woods seen. It must have received careful and practical 
management in its earlier stages. The Judges are of opinion 
that it is in need of judicious thinning now. 

Considerable difficulty was experienced in awarding the 
Society’s Special Gold Medal for the best managed estate as a 
whole as they differ so greatly i' different places, but the final 
award was given to the Earl of Powis for the Powis Castle 
Estate, as this showed evidence of good present management 
as well as systematic management in the past. 

The most notable trees on estates were those on the Powis 
Castle Estate, and also the Leighton Hall Estate. Gigantic 
Douglas Fir and other conifers, and also broad-leaved trees, 
testify to the capacity of the district for growing timber. A 
similar demonstration is seen in the plantations of the Dinam 
Estates Company, whose Governing Director is Mr. David 
Davies, M.P. As regards variety of well-grown trees, special 
mention should be made of the estate of Colonel Sandbach at 
Abergele, and of Major Barbour at Bolesworth Castle. On 
both estates very extensive collections of well-grown exotic 
and native trees were to be Reen. These again give indications 
as to the timber-growing capacity of the district. 

On the whole some specimens of excellent management 
were to be found. The main fault, as stated above, is to be 
found in the question of pruning and thinnings. The Judges 
wish to again express their thanks to those who entered the 
competition and who provided every facility for the carrying 
out of the work, which was undertaken under somewhat difficult 
circumstances. The Judges received special assistance by the 
kindness of Mr. Trench of the Penrhyn Estate Office, who lent 
the estate forester, Mr. Ferguson, who acted as guide and enabled 
the judging to be done in a much shorter time than would have 
been the case otherwise. 

The official awards are as follows:— 

Hardwoods. 

Class I. —Plantations oj less than Ten Years' Growth from date of Planting 
Silver Medal .—Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

Bronze Medal .—Lord Tollemache’s Trustees, Bunbury, Tarporley. 
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Class II— Plantations which have undergone a First Thinning 
No entry 

Class m— Plantations which have been Thinned Twice or OJtcner 
Silver Medal —Dinara Estates Co , Llandinam, Montgomery. 

Bronze Medal —Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor. 

Conifers 

Class IV — Plantations of lest than Ten Years' Growth from date of Planting 
Silver Mtdal —Sir Watkyn W Wynn, Bart, Wynnstay, Kuabon 
Bronze Medal —Lord Tollemache’s Trustees, Bunbury, Tarporloy 

Class V — Plantations which have undergone a Tirst Thinning 
Stiver Medal —(No entry worthy ) 

Bronze Medal —Dinam Estates Co , Llandinam, Montgomery 
Bronzt Medal —Liverpool Corporation (Waterworks Committee) 

Class VI— Plantations which have been Thinned Twice or Oftener 
Silver Medal —The Dmam Estates Co , Llandinam, Montgomery 
Bronze Medal —Major Robert Barbour, Bolesworth, Tattenhall, Chostor 

Mixed Plantations of Hardwoods and Conifers. 

Class VII— Plantations of less than Ten Years Growth from date of 

Planting 

Silver Medal —H S Williams Thomas, Parc Postyn, Denbigh. 

Bronze Medal —Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Wolshpool 

Class VIII— Plantations which have undergone a First Thinning 
Silver Medal —Capt W Boat, Vivod, LlangoUen 

Bronzu Medal —Lord Justice Bankes, Soughton Hall, ^orthop, Flintshue 

Cl ass IX— Plantation s which have been Thinned Twice or Oftnier 
Silver Medal —Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Welshpool 
Bronze Medal —Colonel S Sandbach, Halodunos, Abergele. 

Class X — Plantations of not lew than Two Acres , consisting of Douglas Fir , 
Sitka Spruce , Japanese Larch , Corsican Pine , or any other rarer Conifer, 
planted not less than Live Years 

Silver Medal —Major Robert Barboui, Bolesworth, Tattenhall, Chester 
Bronze Medal —H W Buddicom, Ponbedw, Nannoich 

Class XI Tor the best Managed Woodlands on Estates of not less than 
1,000 Acres in Area 

Special Mi dal —The Earl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool 
Silver Medal —Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Wolshpool 
Bronzt Medal —Capt W Best, Vivod, Llangollen 

Nurseries Competition 

Silver Medal —Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor 
Bronze Medal —Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Welshpool 

The Royal English Arboricultural Society’s Gold Medal 

FOR THE BEST SINGLE PLANTATION 


Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Welshpool 


W R Brown 
W Dawson 
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REPORT OF THE JUDGES ON THE 
ORCHARD AND FRUIT PLANTATION 
COMPETITION, 1925. 

(Restricted to the Counties of Essex , Suffolk and that part of 
Norfolk lying East of the River Ouse.) 


Classes. 

1. For the best managed orchard or orchards of standard or 
half-standard fruit trees of not Vsr than 8 years growth on 
uncultivated ground, being not less than 3 acres and not more 
than 10 acres. 

2. For the best managed orchard or orchards of standard or 
half-standard fruit trees of not less than 8 years growth on 
uncultivated ground, being over 10 acres. 

3. For the best managed plantation of fruit trees of not less 
than 8 years growth on cultivated ground, being not less than 
2 acres and not more than 5 acres. 

4. For the best managed plantation of fruit trees of not less 
than 8 years growth on cultivated ground, being over 5 acres. 

In the above classes trees may include all or any of the 
following varieties : Apples, Pears, Plums, Damsons, Cherries. 
In Classes 3 and 4, trees may be of any height. 

5. For the best managed plantation of bush fruit of not less 
than 4 years growth, being not less than 2 and not more than 
5 acres. 

6. For the best managed plantation of bush fruit of not less 
than 4 years growth, being over 5 acres. 

7. For the best managed plantation of strawberries of any 
age, being not less than 1 acre and not more than 3 acres. 

8. For the best managed plantation of strawberries of any 
age, being over 3 acres. 

Prizes of, lirst, silver medal, and second, bronze medal, were 
offered in each class. 

Judging commenced in Essex on June 8 and was completed 
in Norfolk on June 12. The weather continued fine throughout 
the week and we were able to keep well up to time with the 
arrangements made by the Secretary of the Federation of British 
Growers, Mr. E. C. Boughton, who was responsible for the 
exceedingly well-planned itinerary. 

The entries numbered 32: 
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Class 1.1 

„ 2.2 

„ 3.6 

„ 4.7 

„ 5.5 

„ 6.7 

„ 7.1 

„ 8 . 4 

The method of scoring marks was as follows: 

Points. 

(а) System of planting.15 

(б) Pruning and shape . . . . .10 

(c) General vigour and productiveness . . 15 

(d) Freedom from pests and diseases . . .15 

(e) Land cultivation, having regard to the profitable 

use of the ground.15 

(/) Selection of varieties ..... 5 

(</) Economical and commercial aspect . . 15 

(h) General appearance ..... 5 

(i) Fencing and protection .... 5 


Total 100 

In the case of strawberry plantations, items ( b) and (c) were 
treated as vigour and productiveness. 

In making the following awards we were unanimous in our 
selection of the winning exhibits: 

Class 1 . First . Col. B. J. Petre, Westwick House, Norwich. 
A plantation of half-standard apples 18 ft. by 18 ft. square, 15 
years planted. The land has been under cultivation for a 
number of years, but is now sown with forage crops for pig 
grazing; the plantation being divided up into 1-acre pens. 
Allington Pippin was most prominent in this orchard, hard 
pruning of this variety producing good results. Worcester 
Pearmain and Lord Derby were not up to such standard, canker 
being prevalent in both varieties 

Class 2. First . Col. B. J. Petre, "Westwick House, Norwich. 
A grass orchard of cherries, 30 ft. by 30 ft., planted 1911. The 
orchard is planted in the poorer soil on this estate, but has 
cropped heavily. The trees are healthy, vigorous, and of uniform 
appearance throughout. Chief among the varieties were noted 
Napoleon, Waterloo, Rivers, and Bigarreau. Attacks of winter 
moth caterpillar were noticeable in parts of the orchard. We 
consider more attention might be given to closer grazing with 
sheep earlier in the season. 

Second. The other entry in the class was not, in our opinion, 
of sufficient merit to make a second award. 
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Class 3. First . Mr. E. Granger, " Appledene,” Eastwood, 
Southend-on-Sea. A well-cultivated plantation of 4| acres on 
a 7-acre holding. The trees arc closely planted, but are of good 
shape and well managed under these conditions. The land is 
very clean and in an excellent state of cultivation—scoring 
maximum points under this head. There were patches of Purple 
Aphis and Red Spider in apples. 

The crop outlook here was extremely good, with the exception 
of pears. Cox’s Orange Pippin was most promising. 

Second . Mrs. J. C. Blofeld, Hoveton Fruit Farm, Wroxham, 
Norfolk. A 5-acre plantation of half-standards 36 ft. square 
interplan ted with bush trees at 18 ft. square, 14 years old. 
The half-standards consist of Bramley, Blenheim Orange, and 
Annie Elizabeth, the bush trees—Lord Derby and Lanes. 
Bramley Seedling was outstanding in vigour, shape, and crop, 
but all trees were of excellent umf >rmity as regards pruning and 
management. Apple Mildew was prevalent in Lord Derby and 
Lanes, and again Red Spider was noted. 

Cultivation was fair, the soil round the trees having been 
mulched with “ marsh fodder,” which appears to have intro¬ 
duced a quantity of dock and other weed seed to the soil. 

The entry at Roydon, Essex, in this class, was disqualified, 
as the land was not under cultivation as specified in tho 
schedule. 

Class 4. First. Hollcsley Bay Labour Colony, Hollesley, 
Suffolk. A fruit farm of 200 acres in a high state of cultivation 
and productiveness. Conditions here, especially in regard to 
soil, are of a different nature than on any farm inspected in the 
Competition. The soil is very light and sandy—almost pure 
sand in parts. Tree growth is consequently very much restricted, 
and the close planting of 12 ft. by 12 ft. and 12 ft. by 6 ft. is 
suited to these conditions. In spite of the dwarfing effect, 
however, the foliage at the time of our visit was of very striking 
appearance in health and vigour. Bramley Seedling, Lord 
Derby, Cox’s Orange, and Lanes, were all bearing crops above 
the average. It is worthy of mention that Bramley has cropped 
heavily annually on this farm for a number of years. 

To the frequent working of this sandy soil, thorough atten¬ 
tion to spraying and the probability that the water table is high, 
we attribute largely the healthy appearance of the trees and 
the crops obtained. Cultivation is by tractor-drawn cultivators, 
some several inches of the surface being worked into a dust 
mulch—there being ample evidence in the leaf alone of the 
moisture thus conserved. Brown Rot was observed in apples in 
parts of the plantation, but other diseases and pests had been 
successfully controlled by early attention to spraying. Although 
it might appear that abnormal conditions exist, we are confident 
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that the economical and commercial aspect of this fruit farm is 
all that could be desired. 

Second . Mr. W. E. Wadley, Bovingtons Farm, Hatfield 
Peverel, Essex. A mixed planting of 30 acres, of apples, pears, 
plums and cherries as top fruit, with bush or soft fruits under. 
There are well-managed trees of Blenheim Orange, Conference 
pears, Rivers, Czar and Victoria plums, and Morello cherries. 
Of pests, leaf-eating caterpillars had done considerable damage 
in places, more so among cherries, but generally health and 
vigour over the whole farm was of a high standard of quality. 
Spraying had been well done and cultivation clean. Crop over 
all varieties fair. 

Reserve . Col. B. J. Petre, Westwick House, Norwich. A 
large holding of mainly standard and half-standard apples, 
pears, and plums. Of apples, Lord Derby is evidently not doing 
well here. Canker was very rife in both this and Worcester 
Pearmain. Allington Pippin was outstanding in health and 
bearing. Cultivation has recently been discontinued in favour 
of pig grazing. 

Highly Commended. Mr. W. Lawrence Taylor, Gallcywood, 
Chelmsford. A 12-acre plantation planted in 1912 at the 12 ft. 
by 12 ft. distance. The trees are of good shape and uniformity. 
Pruning has been done on the hard-spur principle for some time. 
Of pests and diseases, Woolly Aphis, Sawfly, aid Mildew were 
a good deal in evidence in parts of the plantation—the more 
serious were the attacks of Sawfly as noted in other plantations 
in the Chelmsford district. Pigs are grazed under the trees in 
suitable size pens, and we suggest that, where there is a lack of 
natural grasses and weeds, better results might be obtained if 
quick-growing forage crops were sown for grazing. 

Class 5. First. Major E. H. Evans-Lombe, Marlingford 
Hall, Norwich. A 4-acre plot of black currants, part 5 years’ 
and part 4 years’ growth. A portion are planted 7 ft. by3£ ft., 
and the remainder 6 ft. by 3 ft. The variety, except for a few 
Boskoop, is of the French type, selected and raised from soft 
wood cuttings. A close examination of the plot revealed two 
reverted bushes, but the general health and vigorous nature of 
the whole piece was extremely good, and the uniform appearance 
of the crop very marked. The bushes produced 2 tons per acre 
in 1924, and were again carrying nearly that amount. 

We consider the true selection of the stock or strain has much 
to do with this uniformity of weight per bush. Carbo washes 
had been applied with beneficial results. The soil in this plan¬ 
tation is on the heavy side in parts, and not considered so good 
as in other currant-growing districts in the county. For the 
first dressing of farmyard manure, 4 tons had been applied, 
followed by 10 tons in the second year and 15-20 tons per acre 



214 Report of Judges on Orchard Competition , 1925. 

the third year. A well-managed plantation of much promise. 

Second . Lieut.-Col. G. E. Todd, Mundham House, Brooke, 
Norwich. A 3£-acre plot consisting of 3 acres black currants and 
\ acre raspberries. The black currants (Seabrooks), planted 6 ft. 
by 6 ft., were in a good state of vigour and fair productiveness, 
although we would suggest an increase in the quantity of 
bulky organic manures applied. Aphis attacks were common in 
places. 

Of raspberries, the variety Lloyd George was of outstanding 
merit. The canes had been kept well thinned to suitable 
distances, as is necessary with this variety. The inexpensive 
method of supporting the canes with one strand of Govern¬ 
ment wire was unique. The crop was promising and above 
average. 

Reserve. Col. B. J. Petre, Westwick House, Norwich. 
Three acres of red currants, planted 6 ft. by 6 ft. under standard 
apples. Hard pruning adopted with good results. The bushes 
were bearing a very heavy crop, and we were given to under¬ 
stand they had done so annually for some years. 

Cultivation was neglected, but frequent applications of liquid 
manure had compensated this to a marked degree and no doubt 
produced these abundant and highly profitable crops. 

Class 6. With one exception, all entries in this class con¬ 
sisted of black-currant plantations. 

First. Mr. George S. Durrell, West End Lodge, Aylsham, 
Norfolk. Five acres of Seabrooks (owner’s own selected strain) 
and Boskoop black currants, on the 8 ft. by 4 ft. distance, planted 
1921 as cuttings. The healthy vigour and productiveness of 
this batch of bushes was an outstanding feature of our tour of 
the various districts. The bushes were bearing a heavy crop 
of very fine fruit, estimated at 3J tons per acre. 

The land was exceptionally clean and in a high state of 
cultivation, having received heavy dressings of farmyard manure 
from the owner’s dairy herd. Carbo wash was applied early in 
January. A credit to the owner’s management. The entry 
gained 98 points from a possible 100. 

Second. Col. B. J. Petre, Westwick House, Norwich. Seven 
acres, Baldwin, French, and Boskoop black currants, 5 years old, 
6 ft. by 3 ft. The Boskoop bushes were over 6 ft. in height, and 
we consider a little too closely planted for this variety. We 
would suggest another 1 ft. 6 in. to 2 ft. between the rows. 
Cultivation and manuring had been kept up to a very high 
standard. The bushes were bearing a lighter crop, and some 
running off was noticed in Boskoops. The piece, however, had 
averaged a crop to the extent of 4 tons per acre for the two 
previous years. On this farm the selection of true strains of the 
different types has been closely followed for some years, the 
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freedom from rogues and the general unif orm appearance of the 
various varieties being the result of such treatment. 

Reserve . Mr. H. Callow, Neatishead, Norfolk. Black 
currants (French), 8 ft. by 4 ft. plant. These bushes were of 
vigorous growth, the land well cultivated and in good condition. 
The crop was, however, light, irregular, and in some cases only 
the upper parts of the branches were bearing fruit. Some 
reversion was observed. 

Highly Commended . Messrs. Tyler Bros., Hall Farm, South- 
repps, Norwich. Eight-acre plantation of black currants, 
planted 6 ft. by 4 ft. Varieties included Naples, French, Bos- 
koop, and Baldwin. The two last named were superior in pro¬ 
ductiveness and general appearance to the others. Cultivation 
very good. The prevalence of caterpillar was noted. 

Class 7. First. Mr. Charles J. Pago, Old Rectory Fruit 
Farm, Goldhanger, Maldon. A 2-acre plot of strawberries. 
A little irregular in vigour and uniformity of growth, the 
plant was a little packy at one end with some gaps and blind 
plants. Spring cultivation might have been continued later 
with benefit to the plants. This was the only entry in the 
class. 

Class 8. First. Mr. W. E. Wadley, Bovingtons Farm, 
Hatfield Peverel, Essex. A 30-acre field of Royal Sovereign 
and Paxtons strawberries, varieties which app rently suit this 
neighbourhood. The health and vigour of the plants was very 
good considering the unsuitable and trying conditions experi¬ 
enced during the winter months for straw berries generally. 

Some red plant and occasional weak spots were noticeable. 
Cultivation and littering well done. Commercial aspect very 
good. 

Second . Mr. H. G. Evans, Pleyhill, Hatfield Peverel, Essex. 
About 4i acres Royal Sovereign strawberries under bush 
apple trees. Strong and healthy plants. One interesting piece 
contained alternate rows of autumn and spring planting. 
Cultivation very good, littering perhaps a little thin. A few 
gaps caused by red plant in parts of the plantations. 

A portion of the strawberries were single rows between bush 
apples, which in our opinion, considering the young age of the 
trees, left too much unnecessary vacant land, and two rows 
might have improved the economical and commercial aspect— 
otherwise a promising batch of strawberries. 

The marks gained by each competitor were as follows: 
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General. 

The apple crop as observed over the whole of the plantations 
and orchards visited we consider good, although not on the 
heavy side. Of varieties Bramley Seedling, Allington, Blenheim, 
and Cox’s Orange Pippin were mostly prominent in both quantity 
and promise of good quality fruit. From our observations it 
appears likely to be a good year for Cox’s Orange in the Eastern 
Counties. 

Pears, except for a few isolated fair crops of Conference, 
were practically a complete failure, owing in some cases to the 
ravages of the pear midge. 

Plums, after such a promising outlook at the blossoming 
period, we regret to report are a disappointing crop. There 
were noted some fair crops of Czars and Victorias, but on the 
majority of trees everywhere we went the fruit had dropped. 

Of the soft fruits the few raspberries met with were bearing 
well, but had the appearance that moisture would be required 
to swell the fruit. 

Black currants, to which most of our attention in the bush- 
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fruit classes was confined, were generally a light crop, probably 
half of the 1924 average. Individual plantations in Norfolk, 
nevertheless, were carrying a heavy weight of fruit. Running 
off had accounted for much of the loss in other places—the 
bunches showing signs of having been reduced of half their 
berries. In mentioning Norfolk our attention is drawn to the 
development of black-currant culture in this county—with 
results unattained elsewhere. 

We feel that great credit is due to those growers and the 
County Horticultural Adviser who have worked co-operatively 
on progressive and scientific lines to develop this important and 
profitable branch of fruit-growing. We were astonished in 
several instances to meet with the amount of skilled manage¬ 
ment and high standard of culture such as was being given to 
this crop. Further, we wish to congratulate those who have 
patiently raised by careful selection and rogueing many of 
their own true strains of varieties, with results that are at once 
striking. 

Strawberries were a small entry in the classes confined to 
this fruit. 

Old plantings had suffered considerably from the effects of 
a wet winter and early spring, and showed signs of loss of vitality. 
Weak crowns and patches of “ red plant * were noticeable. 
The season pointed to a short one. 

Young plants of Royal Sovereign were, on tne whole, very 
good. We consider this variety is more suitable to the Norwich 
area than Paxton, from what we observed when comparing the 
two varieties side by side. 

Cultivation and Pests Control. 

As far as the cultivation of plantations is concerned, we 
found that there is an increasing tendency to run pigs under 
the trees in place of clean cultivation. With this system it 
would appear that fencing off in small pens of from 1 acre to 
2 acres ensures better results and closer grazing of weeds, etc., 
where, of course, the acreage is not too large to be economically 
done. 

We would suggest the possibilities attached to the system 
of seeding down and frequent mowing of the grass as a sod- 
mulch culture. 

On the very light soils of East Suffblk the constant working 
of the surface into a soil mulch is obviously correct to retain 
moisture in dry seasons. As regards the control of pests and 
diseases, the use of carbo washes had been general. With pests 
we found that Aphis and Caterpillar attacks had not been 
recognized sufficiently early by a few growers to be got under 
absolute control. 
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We regret to report the presence of considerable Sawfly in 
the Essex plantations, and a serious amount of Blossom Wilt 
in Lord Derby apples near Norwich. In the latter area we 
were also somewhat surprised to see canker so bad in Worcester 
Pearmain. Brown Rot was noted among diseases in apples and 
Victoria plums. 

In bush fruits we are pleased to report that the majority of 
black-currant growers had successfully controlled Aphis and 
Caterpillar attacks, and in the prize plantations the absence of 
Reversion and Big Bud is also pleasing. 

In conclusion we wish to tender our very best thanks to 
those gentlemen who kindly provided us with hospitality and 
entertained us, and also gave much time conveying us to and 
from railway stations and round to the various farms. 

Our thanks are also due to the Competitors who assisted in 
every way in conducting us round their farms, and to Mr. E. C. 
Boughton for organizing the tour of inspection. 

C. S. Smith. 

A. Whiting. 

REPORT OF THE COUNCIL TO THE 

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF GOVERNORS 
AND MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY, 

Held at the 

Royal Agricultural Hall, Islington, London, N., 

On WEDNESDAY y December 9, 1925, at 2.30 p.m. 

Membership. 

1. The Council have to report that the list of Governors and 
Members has undergone the following changes since the Annual 
General Meeting on December 10, 1924: 32 new Governors (in¬ 
cluding 11 transferred from the list of Members under Bye-law 
9), and 1,122 new Members have joined the Society, and 8 
Members have been re-instated under Bye-law 14; whilst the 
deaths of 8 Life Governors, 7 Governors, 4 Honorary Members, 
90 Life Members, and 175 Members have been reported 1 
Governor, 15 Life Membeis and 55 Members have been struck 
off the books under Bye-law 12, owing to absence of addresses ; 
1 Governor and 218 Members under Bye-law 13, for arrears of 
subscription; 5 Governors, 3 Life Members, and 320 Annual 
Members have resigned. 

2. Losses by death include one Trustee and two other Mem- 
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bers of the Council. Sir J. B. Bowen-Jones, Bart., who was in his 
85th year, was the “ father ” of the Council. Becoming a 
member in 1867, he was elected to the governing body in 1871, 
and for more than half a century served the Society in various 
offices. In different departments of the Annual Show he acted 
as a Steward on many occasions between the years 1881 and 1914. 
He took a share in the work of several of the Standing Committees, 
and was one of the original Members of the National Agricul¬ 
tural Examination Board. For a number of years he was Chair¬ 
man of the Chemical and Woburn Committee. He was elected 
a Vice-President in 1905, a Trustee in 1909, and filled the office 
of President in 1919 for the first Show after the War, at Cardiff, 
which will be remembered as the most successful of the whole 
series held up to that time. 

3. The late Walter William Chapman joined the Society as a 
Member in 1881, and was elected a Governor in 1913. He repre¬ 
sented on the Council the electoral district of London from 1913 
until his decease. As an agricultural journalist, and as a shipper 
and exporter of live stock, he was well known, and he was an 
industrious worker in the cause of animal breeding and its im¬ 
provement. He was secretary of the National Cattle and the 
National Sheep Breeders’ Associations, and was associated with 
several of the flock book societies. 

4. The late C. Howard Taylor first became connected with 
the Society as a Member in 1888. He had served on the Council 
since 1918 as one of the representatives of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire. 

5. Amongst other Governors and Members whose loss by 
death the Society has to deplore are : His Grace the Duke of 
Rutland, K.G., the Earl of Portsmouth, Viscount Leverhulme, 
Lord Barrymore, Lord Blyth, Lord Ribblesdale, Lord Roundway, 
Lord Sheffield, Lord Waleran, Sir R. J. Black, Bart., Sir Bache 
Cunard, Bart., Sir John F. Dillon, Bart., Sir G. A. C. East, Bart., 
Sir E. G. B. Palmer, Bart., Sir R. N. Rycroft, Bart., Sir David 
L. Salomons, Bart., Sir Eyre Coote, Sir H. Rider Haggard, 
Sir E. A. Hambro, K.C.V.O., Sir Edward E. Pearson, Major 
Sir H. J. P. Thomas, O.B.E., Mr. William Arkwright, Mr. James 
Cooper, Colonel F. H. Custance, C.B., Mr. Alfred E. W. Darby, 
Mr. Edward Drewry, Mr. T. W. Everard, Major J. P. Fell, Mr. 
W. T. Game, Mr. Matthew Gray, Mr. John Handley, Mr. Oswald 
Harrison, Mr. Walter F. Ingram, Mr. C. H. Jolliffe, Senor Alfredo 
Le Cocq (Honorary Member), Prof. G. D. Liveing, F.R.S. (Hono¬ 
rary Member), Mr. John W. Macfie, Mr. William Parlour, Mr. 
C. S. Peirse-Duncombe, Mr. E. J. Powell (Honorary Member), 
Monsieur Henry Sagnier (Honorary Member), Mr. Arthur W. 
Sutton, Colonel B. T. L. Thomson, Mr. J. H. Toppin and Mr. 
F. B. Wilkinson. 
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Nnmben of Governor! and Member!. 

6. The above and other changes bring the total number of 
Governors and Members now on the Register to 13,620, divided 
as follows:— 

293 Annual Governors; 

157 Life Governors; 

10,992 Annual Members; 

2,161 Life Members; 

17 Honorary Members; 

13,620 Total number of Governors and Members as against 
a total of 13,371 on the Register at the time of the last Annual 
Report. 

Presidency. 

7. The Council have unanimously decided to recommend to 
the Annual Meeting the election * ii Lord Desborough, G.C.V.O , 
as President of the Society, to hold office until the Annual Meeting 
in 1926. 


Changes in the Council. 

8. Col. E. W. Stanyforth has been elected a Trustee in the 
room of the late Sir J. B. Bowen-Jones. Mr. William Harrison 
has been appointed to fill the vacancy thus created in the list of 
Vice-Presidents. Owing to his decision to reside abroad, Mr. 
A. M. Montgomery has resigned his seat as one of the representa¬ 
tives of Scotland. 


Annual Election of Council. 

9. Members of Council who retire by rotation at the next 
Annual Meeting are those representing the electoral districts of 
Group B, which comprises Buckinghamshire, Devon, Durham, 
Essex, Herefordshire, Leicestershire, London, Nottinghamshire, 
Rutland, Shropshire, Suffolk, Surrey, Wiltshire, Yorkshire West 
Riding, and South Wales. Governors and Members in those 
districts have been communicated with, and the usual procedure 
is being followed for the election or re-election of representatives 
for the divisions concerned. 

10. Elections are also taking place for the filling of vacancies 
in Scotland, where Mr. Montgomery has resigned, and in Lanca¬ 
shire owing to the election of Mr. William Harrison as a Vice- 
President. Governors and Members in Lancashire are also 
entitled to elect one additional representative, and those in 
Cheshire two additional representatives, under Bye-law 149. 

Date! of Council Meeting!. 

11. The Council will meet upon the following dates in 1926 : 
February 3, March 3, March 31, May 5, June 2, July 7 (General 
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Meeting of Governors and Members in Reading Showyard), 
July 28, November 3, December 8 (Annual General Meeting at 
the Royal Agricultural Hall). 

Accounts. 

12. In accordance with the Bye-laws, the balance-sheet has 
to be presented for consideration at the Annual Meeting. The 
Council therefore beg to submit the Balance-sheet, with State¬ 
ment of Receipts and Payments for the year 1924. These 
Accounts were published in Vol. 85 of the Journal issued to 
Governors and Members this year, having been certified as correct 
by the Auditors appointed by the Members and by the pro¬ 
fessional Accountants employed by the Society. 

Gilbey Lectureship. 

13. The Council have agreed to continue Sir Walter Gilbey’s 
Lectureship to the University of Cambridge, and a new current 
account has been opened at the Westminster Bank styled the 
“ Gilbey Bequest ” account representing accumulated income 
and funds uninvested. 

Chester Show. 

14. Taken as a whole, few finer exhibitions of the kind can 
have been brought together than the 84th Annual Show of the 
Society which took place at Chester from the 7th to the 11th 
July last. The site at Saltney with its view o' the Welsh Hills 
was most picturesquely situated, and was admirably adapted to 
the Society’s requirements. 

15. With the exception of an isolated outbreak of Foot and 
Mouth disease which occurred in the neighbourhood of Hull in 
the week preceding the Show, the country had for some time 
enjoyed a clean bill of health, so that exhibitors were not ham¬ 
pered by restrictions in sending their animals to Chester. With 
an entry of 1,565, Cattle set up a new record. Entries of Sheep 
were greater than in the previous year at Leicester, but there 
was some falling off in the numbers of Horses and Pigs shown. 

16. The Implements and Machinery section was of the cus¬ 
tomary representative character, and most of what may be 
termed the “ side-shows ” reached a high standard of excellence, 
particularly the Horticultural Exhibition, which was generally 
agreed to have been “ better than ever.” 

17. For the second time, Sir Gilbert Greenall filled the dual 
r61e of President and Honorary Director. He was also Chairman 
of the Executive of the Chester Local Committee. 

18. His Majesty the King, who was the guest at Knowsley 
of the Earl and Countess of Derby, honoured the Show with his 
presence on the second day (Wednesday), travelling by motor to 
Chester. His Majesty, whose reception was of a most enthusiastic 
character, made an extensive tour of the Show, seeing exhibits in 
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almost every department. Cheshire Cheese was the outstanding 
feature of the Produce section, and the entries, numbering 293, 
made a magnificent display. These exhibits were inspected by 
His Majesty vho was graciously pleased to accept a cheese made 
by Mr. and Mrs. Charles Parton, of Haughton, Tarporley, which 
gained the Championship Cup, value 100 guineas, given by the 
Cheshire Hunt. 

19. A message was subsequently received by the President 
expressing His Majesty’s thanks for the arrangements made for 
his visit and the pleasure he derived from it. 

20. Fine weather prevailed throughout the five days, during 
which a total of 112,880 persons visited the exhibition, and the 
accounts to be presented to the Annual Meeting will show a 
surplus of Receipts over Expenditure amounting to £344 14$. Id . 

21. At the General Meeting in the showyard the cordial 
thanks of the Governors and Members were tendered to the 
Mayor and Corporation for their hospitable reception of the 
Society, and to the Chester Local Committee for their untiring 
efforts to promote the success of the Show. 

Railway Concession. 

22. Since 1919 repeated applications have been made to the 
Railway Clearing House that they would restore to Governors 
and Members the pre-war privilege of travelling to and from the 
Show at reduced fare. Application was again made, in connec¬ 
tion with the Chester Meeting, in the early part of this year— 
and again refused. The Railway Companies, however, gave the 
matter further consideration, and in June an intimation was re¬ 
ceived from the Railway Clearing House to the effect that the 
Companies in conference had agreed, as an experiment for the 
Chester Show, to issue tickets for the double journey (minimum 
fare 5s.) at a single fare and a third. Every Governor and 
Member was thereupon supplied with the necessary voucher to 
secure this privilege. The Council trust that the result of this 
year’s experiment was sufficiently satisfactory to the Railway 
Companies to induce them to renew the concession to Governors 
and Members of the Society for future shows. 

Plantations and Estate Nurseries. 

23. Cheshire and North Wales comprised the area of this 
year’s competition, for which 83 entries were received. The 
Society’s Special Medal for the best managed Woodlands on an 
estate of not less than 1,000 acres was won by the Earl of Powis. 
The Gold Medal of the Royal English Arboricultural Society for 
the best plantation was awarded to Capt. J. M. Naylor, of 
Leighton Hall, Welshpool. 

24. Next year’s nofnpetition will cover Hampshire, Wiltshire, 
Dorset, Berkshire, and the Isle of Wight. 
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Orchards and Fruit Plantations. 

25. The area of this competition in 1925 took in Essex, 
Suffolk and that part of Norfolk lying east of the River Ouse. 
There were thirty-two entries in the eight classes. 

26. Cornwall, Devon and Somerset will be included in the 
area of the competition of 1926. 

27. The Judges* reports on both the Plantations and the 
Orchards competitions of this year will appear in the next issue 
of the Journal. 

Demonstration Fruit Plot. 

28. In order to demonstrate a practical scheme of planting 
likely to appeal to farmers and smallholders, the Council arranged 
with Dicksons Nurseries Ltd. to lay out a half-acre plot in the 
Chester showyard illustrative of (1) a fruit orchard in grass, 
(2) an orchard under cultivation for bush fruits, (3) the cultiva¬ 
tion of soft fruits, and (4) the under-cropping of fruit trees with 
vegetables. Methods of protecting trees against stock and 
rabbits were also shown on the plot. 

Skilled Labour and Long Service. 

29. Through the agricultural societies of Leicestershire, 
Warwickshire, Rutland and Berkshire, medals and certificates 
were awarded in February last to farm servants in those counties 
for pioficicncy in Ploughing, Hedging, Rick Building, and 
Thatching, and for Long Service, under the scheme drawn up by 
the Council in 1924. 

30. For the present year medals and certificates are being 
offered through local societies in Cheshire and North Wales. 

Trials of Sugar-Beet Lifters. 

31. The Trials organised by the Society took place' at Kclham, 
near Newark, on October 13, on land placed at the Council’s 
disposal by Homegrown Sugar Ltd. There was one entry in the 
class for machines that will top and lift the roots and separate 
them from the leaves and crowns, and five of machines that 
merely loosen the roots, leaving them to be lifted and topped by 
hand. 

32. The awards of the Judges are as under:— 

Class 1. No award. 

Class 2. 1st Prize (£20), John Cooke & Sons (Lincoln), Ltd., Lindum 
Works, Lincoln. # 

2nd Prize (£10), George Stephenson & Sons, Ltd., Trent 
Bridge Works, Newark. 

Reserve, James & Frederick Howard, Ltd., Bedford. 

A Special Prize of £20 has been awarded to Messrs. John Fowler & Co. 
(Leeds), Ltd., for their Cable-operated Beet lifter. 

The Judges’ Report on the Trial will appear in the next 
number of the Journal. 
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Next Year’s Show. 

33. The Eighty-fifth Annual Exhibition of the Society will 
take place at Caversham, Reading, from Tuesday, July 6, to 
Saturday, July 10. 

Judging. 

34. At their meeting in July last the Council agreed to dis¬ 
continue the appointment of Assistant Judges which was tried 
as an experiment at Chester, and to adopt the principle of single 
judging. In the case of a breed having very large entries, one 
judge will be appointed for the males and one for the females. 

Prize-List. 

35. Including Cups, etc., the total value of the prizes to be 
offered will bo about £16,000, towards which the Reading Local 
Committee will contribute £1,64 8 Offers of Champion and other 
prizes have been received from the following:—Shire Horse 
Society, Clydesdale Horse Society, British Percheron Horse 
Society, Hunters’ Improvement and National Light Horse 
Breeding Society, National Pony Society, Shetland Pony Stud 
Book Society, Shorthorn Society, Hereford Herd Book Society, 
Sussex Herd Book Society, Welsh Black Cattle Society, Aber- 
deen-Angus Cattle Society, English Aberdeen-Angus Cattle 
Association, Argentine Aberdeen-Angus Association, Hun and 
Belted Galloway Cattle Breeders’ Association, Dairy Shorthorn 
Association, Devon Cattle Breeders’ Society, South Devon Herd 
Book Society, Blue Albion Cattle Society, English Guernsey 
Cattle Society, English Jersey Cattle Society, British Kerry 
Cattle Society, Dexter Cattle Society, Co-operative Wholesale 
Society, Oxford Down Sheep Breeders’ Association, Shropshire 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, Hampshire Down Sheep Breeders’ 
Association, Suffolk Sheep Society, Wiltshire or Western Horn 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, Ryeland Flock Book Society, 
Kerry Hill (Wales) Flock Book Society, Lincoln Longwool 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, Leicester Sheep Breeders’ Associa¬ 
tion, Wenslcydale Longwool Sheep Breeders’ Association, Kent 
or Romney Marsh Sheep Breeders’ Association, Exmoor Horn 
Sheep Breeders’ Society, National Pig Breeders’ Association, 
British Berkshire Society, Large Black Pig Society, Lincolnshire 
Curly Coated Pig Breeders’ Association, Cumberland Pig Breeders’ 
Association, Wessex Saddleback Pig Society, Welsh Pig Society. 

Special Prizes are being contributed in the Poultry section 
by the Sussex Poultry Club, Columbian Wyandotte Club, British 
Rhode Island Rod Club, British Black Leghorn Club. 

Closing o! Entries. 

36. Intending exhibitors at Reading are reminded that the 
latest date for receiving entries of horses, cattle, goats, sheep, 



225 


Wednesday , December 9 , 1925 . 

and pigs is May 1. Entries of Produce close on May 20 ; entries 
of Poultry close on May 31. 

Applications for space in the Implement, etc., Department 
must be made not later than March 20. 

Schedules and entry forms will be ready for issue early in 
the New Year. 


Show of 1927. 

37. The Council have accepted an invitation from the Mayor 
and Corporation of Newport, Monmouthshire, to hold the Show 
in that town in the year 1927. 

Invitations for 1930 and 1931. 

38. A resolution has been unanimously adopted by the 
Manchester City Council requesting the Lord Mayor to invite 
the Society to hold their Meeting for 1930 in Manchester. An 
invitation has also been received from the Corporation of War¬ 
wick to hold the Show in that place in 1931, this being the 
Centenary of the Warwickshire Agricultural Society. 

Judges for South American Shows. 

39. The following gentlemen were appointed by the Council, 
at the request of the Argentine llural Society, to proceed to 
South America to act as Judges at that Society’s Palermo Show, 
which on this occasion was attended by H.R.H. the Prince of 
Wales :— 

Shorthorn. —W. S. MoLaren, Naemoor, Rumbling Bridge. 

Hereford. —E. Craig Tanner, Eyton-on-Sevem, Cross Houses, Salop. 

Aberdeen- Angus and Clydesdale. —D. M. Allen, Ballmtomb, Grant own - 
on-Spoy. 

Lincoln Sheep , Blackface Sheep and Shire Horses. —F. Arthur Good, 
Stono Pit House, Pottor Hanworth, Lincoln. 

Pigs. —R. J. Purvis, Keinton Mondoville, Lydford-on-Fosso, Taunton. 

40. The following letter, accompanied by a Silver Medallion, 
has been received :— 

Sociedad Rural Argentina, 

Florida 460, 

Buenos Aires. 

2 September , 1925. 

To the Secretary of the Royal Agricultural Society of England. 
Dear Sir,— 

On the occasion of the return home of the British Judges who 
officiated at the Palermo National Show, which opened on the 
21st of August, H.R.H. the Prince of Wales honouring us with 
his presence, the Council over which I have the honour to preside 
beg to express, through the medium of this letter, our most 
appreciative gratitude towards the Royal Society of which you 
are the most capable and active Secretary, for the important 



Report to the Annual General Meeting , 


assistance you have rendered us in selecting the experts to judge 
for us and whose decisions have always given the utmost satis¬ 
faction. 

We also bear in mind that it is now 22 years since the first 
British Judges visited our traditional Palermo Show, and by 
their awards they have shown us how to improve our live stock, 
which are the descendants of the famous breods of the United 
Kingdom. 

These good Judges have not limited their efforts to placing 
the awards ; but they have pointed out the defects in our 
stock, and both in earlier times and later on their advice has 
been of the utmost assistance to us. They have told us how to 
do things and have shown us the road to success. 

As proof of our remembrance of all this kindness the Argen¬ 
tine Rural Society desire to honour the Royal Agricultural 
Society of England, and as a token of the friendship which has 
existed for so many years, they beg your Society to accept the 
small plaque which will be handed to you by Mr. William S. 
McLaren. 

With my best wishes to you and all the members of the 
Council of your Society, 

I am, 

Yours sincerely, 

Pedro T. Pag&s, President. 

C. J. Viera, Secretary . 

This year’s panel of Judges also officiated at the Monte 
Video show of the Rural Association of Uruguay ; and a letter 
expressing their appreciation and thanks has been received from 
the President of that body. 

Chemical Department. 

41. There has been some falling off in the number of samples 
submitted by members for analysis—the total for the year being 
326 as against 355 in 1924. There were, however, perhaps more 
cases than usual that proved of importance to the purchasing 
members, thereby emphasising the utility of resort to chemical 
examination. As in the previous year, considerable attention 
has been drawn to the use of lime in different forms on land, a 
subject of much urgency in many parts of the country. In¬ 
stances of loss of cattle through the occurrence of castor-oil bean 
in feeding stuffs, and of adulteration of Wheat and Oat Offals by 
rice-husk and other impurities, have also been dealt with. 

42. An important event has been the issue of the Report of the 
Advisory Committee of the Ministry of Agriculture on the 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act. This Committee—on which 
the Society was represented by Mr. Luddington, the chairman of 
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the Chemical Committee—carried on the work of Lord Clinton’s 
previous Departmental Committee, and issued a Report which, 
it may be said, has met generally with satisfaction. It is to be 
hoped that there will now be no needless delay, but that the 
Ministry will shortly put forward a Bill embracing the conclusions 
come to practically unanimously by the two Committees appointed 
to enquire into the working of the present Act and its improve¬ 
ment. 

43. An attempt was also made to come to some general 
agreement among scientists and practical men in regard to 
the Tables now in use for the Valuation of the Unexhausted 
Manurial Value of feeding stuffs and fertilisers. In the absence 
of any satisfactory agreement on the points involved, Dr. Voelcker 
has, at the request of the Central Association of Agricultural 
Valuers, revised and extended the existing Tables, bringing these 
up to date. 

44. The institution, at the Rothamsted Experimental 
Station, of a series of Conferences on matters of scientific and 
practical interest, will be welcomed. Two such have already 
been held, the one on “ Green-manuring,” the other on “ Liming 
of land.” Both subjects were introduced by Dr. Voelcker, who 
drew largely upon the work done at the Woburn Experimental 
Farm in past years when it belonged to the Society. 

45. The Chemical Committee has to deplore tb loss by death 
of two of its members, Mr. C. Howard Taylor, and its senior 
member, former chairman, and ex-president of the Society, 
Sir J. B. Bowen-Jones, Bart. Sir Bowen for a very lengthened 
period devoted invaluable support to the work of the Committee, 
in which he took the greatest interest. 

Botanical Department. 

46. The year 1924-5 has been an uneventful one from the 
laboratory point of view, most of the enquiries being of a more 
or less routine nature, neither was any one of the sections into 
which they fall especially prominent. In many districts the 
adverse conditions beginning in the autumn and continuing until 
late in the spring handicapped wheat and winter oats consider¬ 
ably, and were probably partly responsible for epidemics of some 
of the fungoid diseases sent in for identification. One of these, 
“ Take All,” became a source of serious loss to wheat growers 
in the Eastern counties. Another, “ Helminthosporium,” was 
unusually prevalent on oats during the early summer, but the 
infected crops, as a rule, mado an unexpectedly good recovery. 
The number of enquiries on such subjects as the management of 
grassland, crops for ensilage making, the identification and 
eradication of weeds, the characteristics of the newer cereals, 
will probably prove to bo about the average of the past three 
years, but unless more germination tests are required on samples 
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of seeds for autumn sowing, there will be a diminution in the 
number of seeds samples tested. 

Zoological Department. 

47. The work of the Zoological Department has, as usual, 
consisted in advising Members of the Society in cases of insect 
attack; in investigating obscure points in the life-history of 
pests ; and in the examination of specimens sent for identifica¬ 
tion. During the summer the applications were unusually 
numerous, and though most of the complaints concerned insects 
long recognised as injurious, this was by no means always the 
case. Attention has been given to new methods suggested for 
combating “ Big Bud ” in black currants, and to the menace 
to our cherry orchards from the unrestricted yearly importation 
of maggoty fruit from the Continent. So far the cherry fruit- 
flies have happily failed to obt 'in a footing in this country, but so 
disastrous an occurrence cannot be too carefully guarded against. 

Animal Diseases. 

48. During the first nine months of the year 123 outbreaks 
of foot-and-mouth disease were confirmed. Twenty-six of these 
occurred before September 26, and the intervals between succes¬ 
sive outbreaks indicated that many of them were independent, 
that is, caused by a fresh introduction of the disease from abroad. 
The remaining 97 outbreaks occurred between September 26 
and November 1, and 65 of them were in the last week of October. 
These outbreaks were distributed in three main centres, the first 
of which included parts of Lancashire, Cheshire, and York W. 
Riding ; the second, parts of the counties of l^eicester, Warwick, 
Rutland, and Northampton ; and the third, Wiltshire. Anthrax, 
Sheep Scab, and Swine Fever have been rather more frequent 
than during the previous year, but there has been a decline in 
the number of outbreaks of Parasitic Mange, and only two cases 
of Glanders have been reported since the beginning of the year. 

Foot-and-Mouth Disease. 

49. In April last the Council, having considered the Report 
of the Departmental Committee on Foot and Mouth Disease, 
decided to address a letter to the Minister of Agriculture express¬ 
ing regret at the reversal of the opinion of the 1922 Committee, 
by the Committee which reported early this year, as to the desir¬ 
ability of there being only one Diseases of Animals Committee 
in each geographical county. The Council recognised that there 
were difficulties, but did not agree that they could not be over¬ 
come. They therefore re-affirmed their resolution of February 6, 
1924:— 

“ That the Council of the Royal Agricultural Society is 
strongly of opinion that legislation is urgently needed provid¬ 
ing that there shall be one Authority only for the control of 
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Animal Diseases in each geographical county, which should bo 
a Joint Animal Diseases Committee representing the County and 
Borough Councils within the boundaries of such County.” 

50. By resolution passed at their last meeting the Council 
urged upon the Ministry of Agriculture “ the necessity of taking 
effective steps to prevent importation into this country of goods 
packed in hay, stiaw and other materials of a similar kind which 
may be a source of infection, and that they prohibit the sale 
of foreign fruit, forest, rose and other trees in local markets.” 

51. The Foot-and-Mouth Disease (Packing Materials) Order 
of 1925 since issued, which operates from November 19, goes 
some way to deal with the sources of infection to whicii reference 
is made in the iesolution. 

Sheep Scab. 

52. The Council, at their April meeting, called the atten¬ 
tion of the Ministry of Agriculture to the failure of the Sheep 
Scab Order of 1923 as it was being administered, and urged 
the Ministry to give the matter their most serious and prompt 
attention. A communication before the Council in May stated 
that the Ministry were elaborating a new Sheep Scab policy 
which could not bo issued in definite form for some time, and 
which probably could not be applied until next year. 

53 A Draft Order, with explanatory Memorandum, has now 
been circulated, and representative bodies are ii v ited to express 
their views concerning it before it is put into force. It proposes 
to put into operation a plan for the eradication of Scab involving 
dipping requirements and movement restrictions limited to a 
comparatively short period of the year (July 15 to August 31), 
the remainder of the year being free from restriction or from the 
requirement of dipping on movement. These requirements and 
restrictions would apply to all sheep throughout Great Britain 
except in any county declared by the Ministry to be exempt 
on the ground that it has been free from Scab for at least the two 
preceding years. Special measures would, in addition, as at 
present, be applied by the Ministry to the worst infected arcaR, 
and the Order of 1920 with certain amendments will continue 
go apply to the sheep concerned in individual outbreaks of Scab. 

54. On the recommendation of their Veterinary Committee, 
the Council decided on November 4 to signify their approval 
of the proposed new Order. 

Tuberculosis Order, 1925. 

55. On September 1 last the Milk and Dairies (Consolidation) 
Act took effect, and a new Tuberculosis Order came into opera¬ 
tion. This order aims at the destruction of every cow suffering 
from tuberculosis of the udder, or giving tuberculous milk, and 
every bovine animal suffering from tuberculous emaciation, or 
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suffering from chronic cough, and showing definite clinical signs 
of tuberculosis. These forms of the disease are notifiable under 
the Order. 

Importation of Pedigree Animals Act. 

56. Under the Importation of Pedigree Animals Act, 1925, 
the Minister of Agriculture may make orders for allowing cattle, 
sheep, goats and swine brought from any part of His Majesty’s 
Dominions to be landed in Great Britain without being subject to 
the provisions of Part I of the Third Schedule to the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894 (which relate to slaughter at the port of 
landing), but subject to the provisions of Part II of that schedule 
(which relate to quarantine). Such animals must be shown to 
the satisfaction of the Minister of Agriculture to be registered as 
Pedigree Stock in a Dominion herd or flock book recognised by 
him after consultation with the Royal Agricultural Society of 
England and the Highland and Agricultural Society of Scotland. 

Export of Horses Committee. 

57. As the representative of the Society, Sir Gilbert Greenall 
attended and ga\e evidence before the Departmental Committee 
on the Export of Horses to the Continent. 

58. In their Report recently issued the Departmental Com¬ 
mittee state: “ We are satisfied from the ovidencc which we 
have received that no horse which could be described as decrepit 
has been passed for export by the Port Inspectors since the 
reorganisation of the Ministry’s arrangements in 1921, and that 
the provisions of the Acts of 1910 and 1914 are being effectively 
carried out.” 


Research Committee. 

59. A report on the work completed and in progress under the 
auspices of the Research Committee appeared in the Journal 
(Vol. 85, p. 393). There were also published in the same issue a 
report on the Spring Oat Trials conducted for the Committee by 
the National Institute of Agricultural Botany, and a paper by 
Mr. Dampier Whetham on 14 Electric Power in Agriculture,” a 
question studied by him at the request of the Committee. 

60. Investigations still in progress include experiments deal¬ 
ing with Whey, Malting Barleys, Lucerne Inoculation, Green 
Manuring, and the Improvement of Grass Land. Now work 
undertaken includes experiments in seeding down to grass land 
at Compton Cassey, Gloucestershire, placed at the Committee’s 
disposal by Prof. Somerville, and an investigation regarding the 
production of Sugar-Beet Seed by the National Institute of 
Agricultural Botany. 

61. Reports on the Feeding of Silage Experiments in East 
Suffolk, and the Bullock Feeding Experiments in Norfolk (to be 
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continued this winter) will, it is hoped, bo published in the 
n rt xt issue of the Journal . 

62. The Committee have decided on the formation of a 
committee of agricultural scientists to undertake the task of 
collating for publication in a periodical bulletin the results of 
agricultural research. 

Research Medal 

63. One of the essays awarded the Gold Medal in 1924, entitled 
“ The Economics of Production on Grass and Arable Farms,” 
by Mr. H. J. Vaughan, appeared in Vol. 85 of the Journal. 
The other essay which gained the Medal in 1924, on “ The Pro¬ 
teins of Green Fodder,” by Mr. W. L. Davies, is being published 
in the Journal of Agricultural Science . The Medal for 1925 has 
not been awarded, as no essay of sufficient merit was received. 

Congratulations. 

64. On January 25 last the Earl and Countess of Coventry 
commemorated their Diamond Wedding, and the Council took 
the eailiest opportunity of sending to the Earl and Countess, 
through the Pxesident, a message of hearty congratulation on this 
most happy event in the life of one of the Society’s Trustees. 

65. The President, on behalf of the Council, had occasion in 
February last to congratulate Sir Rowland BiJen, the Society’s 
Consulting Botanist, on the honour of knighthood conferred upon 
him by His Majesty the King. 

Gifts Received. 

66. The Council are indebted to Mrs. Holroyd, of Epsom, for 
a handsomely framed copy of the engraving by S. W. Reynolds 
after Ansdell’s large painting entitled “ The Country Meeting of 
the Royal Agricultural Society.” 

67. A valuable gift haB been made to the Society’s Library of 
twenty-three volumes of the works of Arthur Young by Major 
G. D. Amery, of Oxford. 

“Queen Victoria Gifts.” 

68. For the year 1925 the Trustees of the Queen Victoria 
Gifts Fund have made a grant of £140 to the Royal Agricultural 
Benevolent Institution, to be allocated in grants of £10 each to 
male candidates, married couples, and female candidates. 

Agricultural Policy. 

69. Sir Gilbert Greenall (President), Mr. John Evens, and 
Mr. Alfred Mansell have been appointed by the Council to confer 
with the Minister of Agriculture on Agricultural Policy. 

Medal for Cattle Pathology. 

70. In the competitive Examination for the Society’s Prizes 
for Cattle Pathology, conducted by the Professors of the Royal 
Veterinary College, the Silver Medal was this year gained by 
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Mr. J. R. Hudson, of St. Michael's Place, Retford, Notts. The 
Bronze Medal on this occasion was not awarded. 

National Diploma in Agriculture. 

71. At the Twenty-sixth Annual Examination held this year, 
fifty-one candidates were successful in gaining the National 
Diploma in Agriculture. See lists on pp. 247-9. 

National Diploma in Dairying. 

72. The Thirtieth Annual Examination was held at the 
University College and British Dairy Institute, Reading, for 
English students, from September 4 to 12, and at the Dairy 
School, Kilmarnock, for Scottish students, from September 18 
to 26. Sixty-three candidates were examined at the English 
Centre, of whom 40 satisfied the Examiners, one reaching the 
Honours standard. Forty-nin^ candidates presented themselves 
at the Scottish Centre, of whom 35 passed, including one with 
Honours. The lists of successful candidates will be found on 
pp 252 and 253. 

By Order of the Council, 

T. B. TURNER, 

Secretary. 

16 Bedford Square, London, W.C. 

November , 1925. 


REPORT OF THE RESEARCH COMMITTEE. 

Continuing the Report presented last year {Journal, Vol. 85, 
1924), the Research Committee now begs to submit the follow¬ 
ing summary of work completed, continued and initiated during 
the year 1925 :— 

T WORK COMPLETED OR IN PROGRESS. 

Experiments on Whey. 

Reference was made in last year’s report to the fact that 
Mr. L. Harding, who carried out for the Society in 1922 a labor¬ 
atory and semi-technical investigation on the utilisation of 
whey, w as continuing his w ork on a larger scale for the Ministry 
of Agriculture at their Research Factory at Haslington, near 
Crewe. The investigation is now completed, and an account 
entitled “ The Whey Problem and a Solution,” by Mr. Harding, 
has been published by the Ministry as Research Monograph 
No. 5, price 2s. Gd. 

Mr. Harding submits that the work described in this report 
has demonstrated that— 



233 


Report of the Research Committee. 

(1) Whey can bo condensed to less than one-tenth of its 
bulk in an economic manner without interfering with subsequent 
extraction processes. 

(2) Condensed whey will keep indefinitely and can be easily 
transported in suitable packages. 

(3) Given a sufficient quantity of raw material at a central 
factory, milk sugar, and animal foods can be economically pro¬ 
duced from condensed whey. 

Finally, that his suggested scheme for the utilisation of whey, 
which was the outcome of the work carried out for the Society, 
has been demonstrated to be technically and economically 
practicable. 

The work on the more economical drying of whey on roller 
driers fitted with a specially invented pre-heater and concentrator 
has proceeded satisfactorily under the Direction of Capt. Golding 
at the National Institute for Research in Dairying, and extended 
trials have been made to test the efficiency of the now apparatus 
mentioned in the last report. 

Silage Feeding Experiments. 

These experiments were conducted under the auspices of the 
East Suffolk Education Committee by Mr. A. W. Oldershaw. 
The objects and method of the feeding trials were described at 
length in the Committee’s last report, and the results have been 
summarised by Mr. Oldershaw in an article appearing in this 
issue of the Society’s Journal (pp. 112-128). 

Green Manuring. 

Experiments on green manuring were begun in 1924, and the 
trials have continued during the year just ended. 

Two distinct aspects of the problem are embraced in these 
trials: 

(1) Methods of obtaining green crops. 

(2) The effectiveness of green crops as green manuic. 

One main section of the experiments, that dealing with 

autumn-sown catch crops in the South-west, and with late 
summer catch crops in the East and Midlands, is concerned 
wholly with the second of the above aspects. 

The other main section of the experiments is concerned with 
the first of the above aspects, namely how to obtain satisfactory 
yields of green crops for green manurihg purposes. 

It must be emphasised that seasonal conditions affect the 
success of green manuring systems more than that of other 
methods of manuring. If anything has to be sacrificed, in a bad 
season, it will be a crop which is not itself going to bring in any 
actual return, such as a green manure crop, rather than a crop 
which will itself be marketable. Moreover, in the case of green 
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manuring the actual production of the manure depends on suit¬ 
able growing weather, so that the yield of the succeeding main 
crop may be doubly influenced by adverse climatic conditions. 

The practicability of a system of green manuring over an 
average run of seasons can thus be judged only on the basis of 
experiments carried on for a number of years. 

Lucerne Experiments. 

(a) Seed Inoculation. 

Of the trials started in 1924, ten showed a better growth 
from the inoculated than from the untreated seed, but unfor¬ 
tunately the wet summer caused the loss of the majority of these 
trials. During that year laboratory work was carried out which 
resulted in a modification of the inoculation technique. This 
modified technique was tested at another 30 localities in 1925, 
four of which have since been lost from various causes. There 
are now 31 trials in progress, ten of these lying within the South 
Eastern counties, where lucerne is already grown with success, 
and 21 distributed over the remainder of Great Britain, where 
lucerne is seldom grown. In the South-Eastern area, three 
trials have so far shown a benefit from the treatment, while out¬ 
side this area there are 17 localities where inoculation has 
improved the growth. The experiments w r hich have not yet 
shown an increase may of course do so this year, as they were 
in most cases sown late owing to the drought, but the results 
already seem to justify the opinion that lucerne seed should 
always be inoculated except m districts where it is known to 
grow successfully without inoculation. Up to the present, 
weight results have been obtained from seven of the trials, the 
following list showing the percentage increases due to inoculation 
obtained in the counties named. 



Per cent. 

Per cent. 

Per cent 

Kincardineshire 

. 10 

40 

17 

Durham . 

. 16*8 

— 

-- 

Staffordshire . 

2 

— 

- 

Warwickshire . 

. 35 

— 

- _ 

Gloucestershire 

. 179 

— 

- _ 

Wiltshire 

. 141 

— 

— 

Cornwall 

. 31 

— 

— 


In Staffordshire, while the increase in yield was not signi¬ 
ficant, there was an increase in nitrogen content of 48 per cent. 

The experiments are being continued, and jtending their 
completion members can obtain information on the process 
of inoculation and other points by communicating with Mr. 
Thornton, at the Rothamsted Experimental Station 
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(6) Cultivation Experiments . 

A preliminary report on the work Mr. Mackintosh is conduct¬ 
ing, at Reading, dealing with the initial treatment of the plots 
and the growth of the lucerne after sowing was presented by the 
Committee last year. The present report deals with the cultural 
operations and the results obtained to date. 

An inspection of the plots was made on March 17, 1925, and 
on the drilled plots the rows were easily apparent everywhere, 
and the plants, though varying in size, were well established in 
spite of a wet winter. On the drilled plots, which had also been 
hand hoed, there was a much better growth and the plants them¬ 
selves were distinctly stronger. On the broadcasted plots there 
was, on the whole, a smaller proportion of lucerne plants and this 
was particularly noticeable on the plots which had not received 
any surface cultivation. 

From the presence of many smaller plants it appeared that 
germination of a proportion of the lucerne seed had been delayed 
until early autumn in 1924, following on the first hoeing and 
harrowing. 

Surface Cultivation , Spring 1925.—On April 3, four of the 
drilled and eight of the broadcasted plots were harrowed three 
times each. No treatment was given to the four drilled and 
four broadcasted plots which had received no treatment in 1924. 
The hoeing by hand of the remaining four ‘rilled plots was 
carried out early in May. The accompanying plan explains 
more fully the treatment of the different plots. 

The plots were again inspected on June 16 during a period 
of drought which had extended from May 31. When the area 
was studied from the top of the field, the lines of the drills on the 
drilled plots could be readily distinguished, and on going through 
the crop the drilled plots were seen to be much better than the 
broadcasted plots, with one exception. There was also a con¬ 
siderable growth of weeds over all the plots, particularly slender 
foxtail, and in one part of the field there w as also some coltsfoot. 

Careful estimates were made of the amount of lucerne in each 
plot before cutting for hay, and the figures will bo submitted 
when the complete record for the year’s work is sent in. All the 
plots were cut for hay on June 17, and the weighing of all the 
produce from each plot was carried out on June 20. After this 
date there was a very appreciable increase in the growth and 
amount of lucerne on all the plots, whereas the weeds were much 
less in evidence. The strongest growth of lucerne was still most 
noticeable on the hand hoed plots, followed by the drilled and 
harrowed plots. On the broadcasted and harrowed plots the 
amount of lucerne was evidently increasing, though still much 
too sparse to be considered a good plant, and over all was more 
abundant than at any previous time. 
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Plan of Lucerne Experimental Area 1925. 
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After mowing in June, 1925, the plots were hoed and harrowed 
according to the plan of the experiment and the lucerne plant 
improved considerably. The produce on the plots was mown 
on August 19, but for some time afterwards the weather was 
very wet and it was impossible to make hay. Consequently the 
weights of produce from each plot were not obtained. In the 
end the partially rotted material was raked off and carted away. 
Later in the season some of the plots showed a moderate growth, 
which was cut for green soiling in October. 

The general description of the results during 1925 is that a 
disappointing yield on all plots was obtained, and, with the 
exception of the first cut in J une, the weather made the weighing 
and harvesting of later cuts impossible. The hand-hoed plots 
have been kept clean, but on the harrowed plots and still more 
on the control plots which had received no treatment, there is a 
very considerable growth of weeds. 

The treatment according to plan will bo continued throughout 
1926. and there is a prospect that there will be a sufficient growth 
of lucerne to give a better measure of the effect of the different 
treatments. 


Malting Barley Trials 

With the exception of the Manuring of Malting Barley Trials 
and the Variety Trials, upon which three yea ’ data have been 
obtained, the whole of the results to date require confirmation. 
It is therefore proposed that a further year’s work, at least, is 
required on those problems which formed the subject of the 
Committee’s programme on the Norfolk Agricultural Station 
last year, under the direction of Mr. Rayns. It will be remem¬ 
bered that these included :— 

1. A Variety Trial of Spring Barleys. 

2. A Manuring of Malting Barley Trial. 

3. A “ Census ” of an acre of Barley. 

4. Investigation into the depth and rate of Seeding. 

5. The influence of balanced and unbalanced nitrogenous 

manuring on Barley.—A preliminary to a detailed 
investigation of barley-growing following Sheep. 

Nitrogenous manuring, in the form of 1 cwt. of Sulphate of 
Am monia, has increased the yield per acre by 15 per cent, and 
has not impaired the quality in any way. This increase will 
bring a 30 bushel crop to one of 34$ bushels, at an additional 
cost of no more than 155. per acre. Such manuring, however, 
has only been proved for a barley crop following roots that have 
been carted off, and may not therefore apply to the many acres 
of barley that follow swedes fed on the land. This is an import¬ 
ant problem, and preliminary work has been commenced in 
studying the effect of balanced and unbalanced nitrogenous con- 
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ditions in the soil on malting barley. This is closely related to 
the sheeping problem, for manuring by sheep is mainly nitro¬ 
genous. At the onset it was essential to study the behaviour 
of barley under controlled soil conditions, as a preliminary to 
work on land actually manured by sheep. The preliminaries 
are now over, and the field is clear for the elucidation of a pro¬ 
blem that has never been attacked and upon which knowledge 
is very scanty. 

As a matter of general interest the barley programme of the 
Norfolk Agricultural Station includes the additional problems :— 

1. An investigation into the relative winter hardiness of the 
varieties Archer-Spratt, Plumage Archer and Archer 
when Autumn sown. 

2 A comparison of the yield and quality of these varieties 
when Autumn and Spring sown. 

So far as Norfolk is concerned the possibilities of Autumn- 
sown two-rowed barleys must be investigated in detail. 

The yield data which have resulted during the past year are 
attached. The quality determinations which are being made 
by the Institute of Brewing have not yet been received. 

Yield Data to December 31, 1925. 

Variety Trials 


Average of two jean 


Varieties 



Or iin cwta. i 

Straw cwta 


per acre ! 

ptr acic 

Boaven s Improved Archer . 

16 6 

20 0 

„ 1924 Plumage Archer 

16 8 

17-7 

Sunrise. 

18 9 

21 3 

Manuring of 

Malting Barley 



* Average of three years por acre 

Treatment per acre 




Gicin cwta. | 

Straw cwta. 

No Manuie ... 

14-66 

16 96 

3 cwt Super ) 



1 „ Sulphate of Potash 

19 15 

22 30 

Sulphate of Ammonia) 



Super ) 

Sulphate of Potash ) 

17 01 

18 79 

Sulphate of Potash 1 

S ilphate of Ammonia) 

16-88 

20-07 

Super 1 

Sulphate of Ammonia i 

18 29 

20 86 
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Quite early in the above trial it was obvious that the inclusion 
of Sulphate of Ammonia was a potent factor in increasing the 
yield. To explore its limit of possibilities a further series was put 
down with two varieties and gave the following results:— 



Increasing Quantities 

OF SULFHATE 

of Ammonia, 

1925. 



Plumage Archer 

* New Cross 


Treat ment 

Cwts pi r acre 

Yield cwts 

per acre 

Yield cwts 

per acre 


Gram 

I 

Straw 

Oran 

Straw 


0 . 


i 

17 17 

16 83 

17 85 

17 G4 

1* 


22 95 

22-G1 

24 99 

24 31 

3 . 


21 59 

23-4G 

24 99 

25 35 


All the plots stood well, which was quite contrary to expect¬ 
ation. In anticipation of practical difficulties of this nature 
and possible ill effects on the quality, an auxiliary trial was 
undertaken with increasing quantities of the following mix¬ 
ture :— 

3 Super. 3 Kainit. \\ Sulphate of Ammonia. 

The results so far are :— 


Increased Quantities of a Balanced Manuring, 1925. 



Tre it m cut 

Plumage Archer 

Yield cwts per acre 

Niw Cio«w 

| Yhld cwt«i pi r acre 


Cwts per acre 

Grain 

Straw 

1 

Grain 

Str iw 

0 . 


18 02 

17-34 

23 29 

20 03 

3 . 


21 25 

20 06 

24 48 

23 97 

6 . 


22 27 

1 21 76 

30 70 

29 64 

9 . 


26 03 

j 30 02 

; i 

31 21 

29 68 


Malting tests on these barleys in the “ Increasing Quantity ” 
series will give valuable information, tvhich while bemg directly 
related to them is also of application as a guide to further work 
on manuring for barley after sheep. So far 1 cwt. of Sulphate of 
Ammonia has not decreased the quality. This is again contrary 
to the accepted idea. 

Depth and rate of sowing both influence quality. There are 
distinct differences in the various samples. 



240 Report of the Research Committee 

Depth op Seeding, 1925 


Yield pir acre 



Depth of Sowing 




Gram 

Straw 



Cwta 

Cwts 

Plot 1 

Surface 

21 8 

23 5 

, 2 

f in 

21 1 

25 2 

, 3 

H 

20 3 

24 05 

, 4 

2 

20 9 

20 7 



Rate of SrrDiNO, 1925 




\i Id i 

i a re 


Rate per am 




Inin 

Straw 



C wts 

Cwts 

Plot 1 

lil bushels 

23 1 

2b b 

„ 2 

24 , 

22 2 

21 7 

„ * 

4 

21 5 

23 1 


Grassland Improvement 
(a) Shoby , Leicestershire , Experiments 

Grazing Season 1925 —At the conclusion of the 1924 grazing 
season it was found that the land had been very evenly grazed, 
and that practically no surplus grass icmaincd, consequently 
during the Winter of 1924-25 the land was rested, it being con 
side red that no winter grazing was necessary 

During the Winter the land was twice hairowed with heavy 
Parmcter Hanows, and m addition a portion of about three 
acres in each plot was also treated with a new machine called 
the “ JEtejuVenator ” This machine cuts the tuif into stops 
about eight mches wide, by means of sharp coulters which pene¬ 
trate to a depth of about two and a half mches When the 
turf is matted by old “fog,” the machme does useful work m 
promoting aeration of the soil and it was distinctly noticeable 
that the Wild White Clover readily iuns along the newly foimed 
incisions, thus facilitating the spread of that valuable plant, 
which incidentally promotes more even grazing When the land 
is set up in pronounced ridges—as it is at Shoby—the machme 
also docs good in lettmg m the water, particularly on the crown 
of the ridges this again promotes growth on the ndges and 
ultimate ly more grazing These high backed lands are the first 
to show the effects of dry weather, particularly on the crown of 
the ridge, and this is, no doubt, due to the fact that the ridge 
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acts more in the nature of a thatch in shooting the rains into the 
furrows. It is very probable that the Rejuvenator would do a 
vast amount of good if used on the ridges of many grass fields 
where there is no mat all, simply by promoting the entrance of 
water into the soil and particularly so at the crown of the 
ridge. 

The cattle and sheep were again purchased by Messrs. James, 
Astill and S. W. Fox, in April and May. The 35 cattle were 
ordinary home-bred shorthorn steers, ranging from two to two- 
and-a-lialf years old ; tho sheep were a fairly even lot of half- 
bred hogs. The 51 sheep purchased were weighed and finally 
arranged in five lots of ten each and placed upon the plots on 
April 7. One sheep had to be sold owing to being injured by a 
motor car. The cattle were weighed and arranged in even lots 
and placed on the plots on May 12. 

When the grazing period commenced on April 7, with sheep 
alone, there w as a fair bite of grass which later on, and particularly 
throughout the month of May, grew very rapidly, and about the 
first ten days in June it was quite obvious that the growth of 
grass was proving to be more than ample, and it appeared, for a 
time, that it might be necessary to increase the number of cattle 
in order to cope with the great amount of grass. After consult¬ 
ing with Dr. Somerville, however, it was decided to leave the 
stocking of the plots as originally settled. T^e wisdom of this 
decision appeared later, when very dry conditions supervened 
during the month of June. 

The progress of both cattle and sheep proved quite satis¬ 
factory considering the climatic conditions which prevailed, 
especially in June and early July. 

Towards the end of the grazing season it was decided to 
reduce the number of sheep on each plot, and accordingly five 
sheep from each plot (a total of 25) were sold by auction at Melton 
Mowbray Market on September 8. The remainder of the sheep 
(2 5) and the 35 bullocks were sold on October 6 at tho same 
market. Tho plots have been very evenly grazed throughout 
this season. 

During the Summer, the plots were visited by parties of 
Leicestershire farmers and the visitors, about 250 in the aggre¬ 
gate, showed a great interest in the trials. 

The Plots upon which slag has been applied, all show a marked 
increase in the development of Willi White Clover. 

Plot No. 5, which received North African Phosphate, shows a 
very fair development of Wild White Clover, but it is by no means 
so pronounced as the Plots receiving Slag. The action of this 
fertiliser appears to be somewhat slower than Slag. 

The following Summary brings out the more salient features 
of the results obtained in the Grazing Season of 1925, and for 
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convenience of comparison the results obtained in 1924 are incor¬ 
porated. 


Summary op Live Weight Increases ter Acre, 1924 and 1925. 


riot i riot ti riot in 

i 

Slag S1 Cal?ft nd • No Mauul ° 


Plot IV 
Slag 


Plot V 

North African 
Phosphate 


Cattle Sheep Cattle Sheep Cattle Sheep Cattle Sheep Cattle Sheep 



lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb 

lb. 

lb 

lb. 1 

lb. 

' lb. 

1924 

220 

43 A | 

230 

421 

180 

40 

201 

47 

193 

38 

1925 

199 

74 

220 

62 

107 

06 

208 

79 

168 

70* 


425 

llfi 

456 

104} 

353 

106 

409 

126 

361 

108* 


Valuu of Increases per Acre. 

(Cattle, 4 d., and Sheep, 4Jrf. per lb ) 

Plotl Plot II Plot in Plot IV Plot V 


1924 

Value of Live 

Weight 

H. 

d. 


d. 

a. 

d. 

8. 

d. 

8. 

d. 

Increase 

1925. 

91 

7 

94 

7 

77 

0 

84 

7* 

78 

7 


Value of Live 

Weight 








1 



Increase 

. . . 

93 

2 

96 

7 

80 

5 

98 11* 

82 

6 



184 

9 

191 

2 ' 

157 

5 

183 

7 

161 

0 

Loss cost of 

Manures 











and Cake, 1924 25 . 

16 

3 

71 

4 

1 

— 


32 

6 

23 

2 



168 

5 

119 

io ! 

157 

5 

151 

1 

137 

10 


Summary of Puri hares and Sales of Stock. 


Purcha8es. 

£ 

8. 

d. 

Sales. 

£ 

8. 

d. 

35 Bullocks 

674 

18 

2 

35 Bullocks. 

. 712 

17 

6 

61 Sheep 

223 

5 

0 

51 Sheep 

. 203 

17 

0 




Wool . . 

26 

1 

6 


£898 

3 

2 


£942 

16 

0 


(6) Sawley , near Clitheroe, Experiments . 

These experiments are being continued, and a report will be 
presented in due course 
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Bullock Feeding. 

The experiments at the Norfolk Agricultural Station under¬ 
taken to investigate the economy of reducing the ration of oil¬ 
cake and meal in the Winter feeding of cattle have been con¬ 
tinued. Owing to the closing of markets necessitated by foot 
and mouth disease the sale of the experimental bullocks has 
been delayed. A full report, however, will be presented next 
year. 


n. WORK BEGUN IN 1925. 

Sugar-Beet Seed Investigation. 

The National Institute of Agricultural Botany is engaged 
upon investigation relating to Sugar-Beet on behalf of the Society. 
The work has not proceeded far enough to justify a report, but 
information upon the arrangements made may be of interest to 
the Council:— 

1. Stocks of Sugar-Beet seed have been obtained from the 
following sources :— 


Messrs. Gartons, No. 624 
No. 1024 
No. 1124 
No. 1224 
J. Zapotil Prague 

Wolianka 

(No special mark) „ 
ilmorin’s Selection B 
Vilmorin’s White French 
British Sugar-Beet Society’s 


" Dippe ” 
“ Kuhn ” 


These have been planted at the Norfolk Agricultural Station's 
farm at Sprowston, nr. Norwich, each in four separated drill 
widths scattered over the trial area. Such repetition should 
give data of some reliability concerning the comparative yields 
of the varieties in question. 

In addition, single plots of 7 stocks of seed supplied by the 
Anglo-Scotch Beet Sugar Corporation are being grown in the 
same field for observation purposes. Reserve stocks of seed of 
all the above have been retained for further sowing if required 
in 1926. 

It is proposed that if any of the first-mentioned stocks are 
Bhown by trial to be distinctly inferior they shall be replaced in 
the trial by more promising types from those supplied by the 
Anglo-Scotch Beet Sugar Corporation. 

Arrangements have been made for sugar analysis of all those 
stocks by a qualified chemist at the School of Agriculture, 
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Cambridge. This chemist has already made a sectional analysis of 
a batch of beets in order to discover the method of coring which 
will supply the most accurate estimate of the sugar content of 
the roots, and a standard method of coring has been decided on 
as a result of this work. 

In each case cores of duplicate lots of 50 roots of each strain 
will be taken by the standard method and sent to Cambridge for 
analysis. 

2. A tour of inspection has been made in the Eastern Coun¬ 
ties to view crops of sugar-beet being grown on behalf of Messrs. 
Cartons. Permission is being obtained to sample 9 varieties 
growing on one farm (4 identical with those in the Norfolk Agri¬ 
cultural Station trial). In addition Messrs. Gartons will supply 
samples from 14 stocks ; testing will also take place of several 
samples from manurial trials at the Norfolk Agricultural Station. 
Since these crops will also be tested at sugar factories, information 
should be forthcoming as to the agreement between the results 
of scientific and commercial methods of sampling and analysis. 
Finally, Dr. Beaven, of Warminster, who is carrying out inde¬ 
pendent yield and quality trials has promised to give access to 
his results. 

It is possible that further samples from commercial crops 
tor quality test will be received by the Institute in the course of 
the Autumn, and these also will be analysed at the School of 
Agriculture. 

Cbop Dbying Demonstbation. 

With the assistance of a grant from the Committee, a demon¬ 
stration of crop drying in the stack w as given in the Society’s 
Sliowryaid, at Chester, by the Institute of Agricultural Engineer¬ 
ing, Oxford. The demonstration was witnessed by His Majesty. 

III. MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS. 

The Collection and Publication of the Results of Agbi- 

CULTUBAL RESEABCH. 

Duiing the year the Committee has given much consider¬ 
ation to the important question of the dissemination of the 
results of agricultural research. There is a pronounced “ lag ” 
in the translation into practice of valuable information acquired 
by experiment and research, due to the difficulty of making 
such information known to agriculturists. Tho channels ot 
communication, at the present time, are provided by the reports 
of the research stations, articles by research workers in the 
agricultural press and in the annual publications of the “ Royal ” 
and kindred societies, by public lectures, and by demonstrations 
organised, in the main, by the County Agricultural Advisory 
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Staffs. The Ministry of Agriculture issues, from time to time, 
a valuable summary of work in progress at the various insti¬ 
tutions receiving grants-in-aid from public funds, under the title 
of “Agricultural Research and the Farmer.” But useful as 
these methods of dissemination are, the Committee felt that more 
rapid progress could be made if it were possible to bring together, 
in a single volume published annually, the ascertained results 
of the research work of the year. These results should be pre¬ 
sented in a concise form, and in language easily understood by 
the non-scientific but practical man, and should include the re¬ 
sults of agricultural research at home or abroad of present import¬ 
ance, or likely to be of future value, or even definitely of negative 
value. The volume should also be of service to those engaged 
in educational work at Universities and Colleges, and to County 
Agricultural Organisers. Further, in order that the publication 
might act as a reference book to scientists in future years, it. 
should include analysed references and indices, showing from 
what journals, bulletins, etc., the information had been drawn. 

After full consideration the Committee decided to invite a 
number of gentlemen engaged in agricultural research to meet 
Sir Merrik Burrell for the purpose of discussing the formation of 
a Committee to give effect to these proposals. The Committee 
proposed were :— 

Sir John Russell (Soils and Manures). 

Sir John McFadyean (Veterinary Science). 

Dr. C. Crowther (Animal Husbandry). 

Mr. C. S. Orwin (Agricultural Economics). 

Dr. B. J. Owen (Agricultural Engineering). 

Mr. J. Mackintosh (Dairying). 

Mr. F. L. Engledow (Plants and Crops—including their 
diseases and parasites), 

with Mr. Wilkins, of the Ministry of Agriculture, as liaison mem¬ 
ber between the Committee and that Department. 

All present agreed that no work of the kind proposed was 
being done in any one of the sections of Agricultural Science 
mentioned above, and that great value should accrue by pre¬ 
venting the loss of valuable results through lack of proper record¬ 
ing, and by the promulgation of the latest scientific knowledge 
in language easily understood by all, and that this value would 
not be confined to Great Britain but would be of service in the 
Dominions and other parts of the world. 

It was the general opinion that there was no other body in 
Great Britain able to undertake the work except the Royal 
Agricultural Society of England. 

The size of the proposed Volume was discussed and it was 
decided that about 300 pages should suffice (with illustrations 
as necessary), the space to bo divided amongst the various 
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contributors according to the importance of their records in any 
particular year. The publication of the Volume could probably 
take place each year in the Autumn. 

All the gentlemen named have agreed to assist, and Mr. 
Orwm will act as Chairman of the Committee and General Editor. 

Gold Medals for Research. 

The experience acquired since the competition for a gold 
medal for agricultural research was revived, suggests that the 
present scheme, whereby candidates submit essays describing 
their work, is not producing the best possible results. The 
Research Committee are of opinion that some change is necessary 
in the conditions governing the award of gold medals, and they 
suggest the appointment of a Sub-Committee to consider the 
matter, consisting of Mr. Whetham and Mr. Orwin, representing 
the Research Committee, and Lore. Harlech and Col. Stanyforth, 
nominated by the Selection Committee. 

Summary. 

The Research Committee have been actuated throughout 
their work by the desire to allocate the Society’s grant for the 
purpose of assisting trained scientific agriculturists to carry out 
investigations of problems arising in farming practice on properly 
organised lines. They wish to record that in several cases their 
expenditure has been m the form of grants-in-aid, and that liberal 
contributions to their work have been made from other sources, 
m the form of money, land, buildings and personal help. 


NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL EXAMINATION 

BOARD 

Appointed by the Royal Agricultural Society of England 
and the Highland and Agricultural Society of Scotland . 

I.—REPORT ON THE RESULTS 
OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH EXAMINATION FOR 
THE NATIONAL DIPLOMA IN AGRICULTURE. 

Held at Leeds, April 15 to 22, 1925. 

1. The Twenty-sixth Examination for the National Dip¬ 
loma in Agriculture was, by the courtesy of the authorities, 
held at the University of Leeds, from the 15th to the 22nd April 
last. 


2. The subjects of Examination were Practical Agriculture 
(two papers), Farm Machinery and Implements, Land Surveying 
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and Farm Buildings, Agricultural Chemistry, Agricultural 
Botany, Agricultural Book-keeping, Agricultural Zoology, and 
Veterinary Science and Hygiene. The whole nine papers could 
be taken at one time, or a group of any three, four or five in one 
year and the remaining group within the next two years. Can¬ 
didates taking the whole Examination in one year who failed in 
not more than three subjects, and candidates taking a second 
group who failed in not more than two subjects, were allowed to 
appear again for those subjects only next year. Candidates 
failing in one or two subjects of a first group of not less than four, 
or in a single subject of a group of three, were permitted to take 
those subjects again in conjunction with the second group. 

All candidates, before sitting for the Practical Agriculture 
and Farm Machinery and Implements papers, had to produce 
evidence of possessing a practical knowledge of Agriculture 
obtained by residence on a farm for a period or periods covering 
a complete year of farming operations. 

3. One hundred and seventy-three candidates presented 
themselves, as compared with 155 last year. Nineteen candi¬ 
dates took the whole Examination, 76 who had previously passed 
in certain subjects appeared for the remaining portion, and the 
other 78 candidates came up for a first group of subjects. 

4. At Jveeds, 17 candidates failed in Farm Machinery and 
Implements alone, and, as a special matter, these were given 
an opportunity of being re-examined in the subject. A fresh 
paper, set by the same Examiner as at Leeds, was answered 
simultaneously by the candidates who took advantage of this 
opportunity-^—4 in Edinburgh and 10 in London— on August 5. 
As the result bf this further examination, four candidates reached 
the pass standard in this subject, and their names are included 
in the lists wEpeh follow. 

Fifty-one candidates have been successful in obtaining the 
Diploma, the first two with Honours. The names of the other 
Diploma-winnei^ are in alphabetical order:— 

S Diploma with Honours. 

1st. Harry Oates Hirst, University of Leeds. 

2nd. John Haiinstock Anderson, University of Leeds. 

\ Diploma^ 

Stephen Barratt, University of Leeds. 

Alexander John' Bean, University of Aberdeen. 

Joseph Broadhtti*st, Midland Agricultural College, Sutton Boning¬ 
ton, Loughborough. 

Wilfrid James Bvkyan, Harper Adams Agricultural College, New¬ 
port, Shropshire* 

Neel Corderoy, S&ale Hayne Agricultural College, Newton Abbot, 
Devon. 
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James Alan Craig, West of Scotland Agricultural College, Glasgow. 
John Robertson Currie, University of Glasgow and West of Scot¬ 
land Agru ultural College. 

George Feuffel, West of Scotland Agricultural College. 

Major Thomas Foster, D.S.O., Park View, Combermere, 
Whitchurch, Shropshire. 

Gerald E. N. Furse, Seale Hayne Agiieultural College. 

John Gibb, Wost of Scotland Agiieultural College. 

James .Joseph Glavin, Royal College of Scionce, Dublin. 

Franc es Janet Glegg, East of Scotland Agrieultuial College, Edin¬ 
burgh 

Charles Roy Grllnwood, Harpor Adams Agricultural College. 
Harold Slater Haiqh, Umvorbity of Leeds. 

Bernard James Haimes, Sealo Hayne Agricultural College. 

Donald Horner, Seale Hayne Agrieultuial College. 

John Everard Hoskeng, Sealo Hayne Agricultural College. 

John Boag Houston, West of Scotland Agricultural College 
Albert David Imper, University of Aberdeen. 

Reginald Alfred Jefiery, Mi Hand Agricultural College. 

Dorothy Kenyon, University ( oiiogo of Wales, Aborystwytli. 

V id A Heien Lamb, West of Scotland Agrieultuial College*. 

John Ri yl Lee, University of Leeds 

Glorge Winslow Lock, Midland Agiieultural College. 

Llonard Thornton Lowe, School of Agriculture, Reaseheath, 
Nantwich. 1 

Joseph MoClemont, University of Glasgow and West of Scotland 
Agrieultuial College. 

Hugh McCrae, University of Glasgow. 

William Alexander McGeogh, West of Scotland Agricultural 
College. 

Alexander Me Gibbon, Umveisity of Glasgow and Wosit of Scotland 
Agiieultural Collego. / 

Sam Morris Makings, Midland Agricultural College. 

Agnls Adam Mlikle West of Scotland Agnt ultural (College. 

Cyril Sh arman Morris, Sealo Hayno Agiieultural College. 

James Morrison, UmveiMty of Abeidoon. , 

Robert Spruthers Reid, West of kScotland Agricultural College. 
David Robertson, Umveisity of Aberdeen 
William Bird Robson, Armstrong Collego, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Donald Rowe, Umveisity College, Reading / 

Thomas Ronald Shaxson, Seale Hayne Agiicultiiiral College. 
Margaret May Speedy, East ot Scotland Agricultural College 
Janlt Lambie Stewart, West of Scotland Agricultural College. 
Agnls B. Thornlly, West of Scotland Agricultural College. 
Sidney Stanley Joe Travers, S E Agricultural (follege, Wye, Kont. 
Waiter Wlir, University of Glasgow and Westrof Scotland Agricul¬ 
tural Collego. I 

Ch yries Harrow er Westwater, Umveisity Jof Glasgow 
Allen Heywy ood Wilson, Midland Agricultural College. 

Herbert Wootton, Umversity of Leeds. I 

Maurice Charles Wright, Wost of Scotland! Agricultural Collego. 
Archibald Dougall Wylue, West of Scotlar/id Agricultural College. 


5. Ten of the Candidates appearing for /the whole examina¬ 
tion failed in not more than three subjects/, and seven of those 
taking a second group of subjects failed m not more than two. 
These will be permitted next year to takefe again the papers in 
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which they failed, if then successful m passing, they will be 
awarded the National Diploma. 

6. Of the 78 candidates appearing for a first group of subjects, 
the following 37 succeeded m passing, and will therefore be 
permitted, subject to the Regulations, to take tho Becond group 
m 1926 or 1927 — 

AiiEC S Ashmoii , Seale Hayno Agricultural Colloge, Newton Abbot. 
Leonard A Am t eld, Harper Adams Agricultural College, Newport, 
Shropshire 

Ctrtl Beautfmtnt, University of Leeds 

Toun Atsderson Brown, Midland Agricultural College, Sutton 
Bonington 

fvMis Gjark Bro\ ntif West of Scotland Agricultural Colli 
Vli xandfr Catdfr, University of Aberdeen 
Tohn Calder, West ot Scotland Agricultural College 
Kennlth Math l son Gamibfit, Umveisity of Glasgow and West ( f 
Scotland Agricultural College 
Iohn M\urkt Co ttlrill, University College, Reading 
Arthur Cyril Gross, Midland Agricultural College 
John Jmjlikrton, Harper Adams Agricultural Gollogo 
Joslph Ldward Gibby, University College, Aberystwyth 
Stanton Gibson, University Gollogo, Readmg 
Donald Henry Haldanf, University of Leeds 
Herblrt Hodgson, Midland Agricultuial Gollogo 
Dudiiy Alired Hole, Umveisity of Leeds 
William Ad red Johnson, Harpor Adams Ag ultural College 
John David Stuart Martin, Last ot Scotland College of Agriculture 
Aleyander Fifmino Mliklf, West of Scotland Agricultural College 
Allyander Gray Mow at, University of Glasgow and Wost of Scot 
land Agricultural Colloge 

Irank Rowfll Pollard, Midland Agricultuial Colloge 
Ldward Guthrij Prlmicp, University of Glasgow and West of 
Stotland Agricultural Colloge 

Lat ncelot RrNNir, West of Scotland Agricultuial Colloge 
Georgl Marwick Robprtson, Midland Agricultuial College 
Hfnry Johnson SiANrv, Midland Agucultural College 
IlrNRY Charlls Smith, Midland Agucultuial ( ollego 
OroRGE Duncan Sifvenson, Midland Agricultural College 
John Stirling, West of Scotland Agricultural College 
GroRai 1 fmflf, West of Scotland Agucultural College 
John Owen Thomas, University College, Abeiystwyth 
Denzil Trfvains, Seale Hayne Agricultural Colic go 
\rthur Ldwin Trotman, Harper Adams Agricultural Colloge 
Ciorge Nicholas King Turnbuli, West ot Scotland Agricultural 
College 

Maurice Ward, University of Leeds 

John McAdam Watson, West of Scotland Agricultural Collego 
Artrur Palmer Weller, Umversity College, Readmg 
Thomas Statey Wright, Seale Hayne Agricultural College 

7. Twenty-six of the unsuccessful candidates sitting for a 
first group failed m one or two subjects, which, m accordance 
with the Regulations, they will be allowed to take again m 
conjunction with the second group 
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8. The Reports of the Examiners in the different subjects 
are appended — 

Pkactic ai Agriculture: (First Paper, 400 Marks. Second Paper, 
400 Marks ) William Bruce, M.A., B.Sc., G. H. Garrad, N.D.A., 
and William Burkitt, M.Sc. 

Ignorance of the principles of breeding of Tann I lve Stock was very marked , In a country 
in which the live stoe k is so impoitant, the lessons derived from the experience of last-century 
breeders should ire one more attention in our Colleges of Agncultuie than is apparently the 
case at the present time 

Attention must be dr iw n to the failure of many of the candidates to Identify the common 
feeding stuffs in ordinary farm practice 

Whilst owing to the youth of many of the candidates it is perhaps h ird to criticise them 
on account of their very lot ai knowle dgo of agriculture, we feel bound to draw attention once 
more to the great advantage accruing to candidates who have a knowledge of more tlian 
one system of fuming 

Farm Machinery and Implements. (300 Marks ) Captain B. J. 
Owen, M A., D Sc., etc. 

The genei il standard of knowledge was disappointing, and it appears that the teaching 
in Agncultin u 1 ngimering in this country does not receive the attention that it deserve* 

Ihe paper work w is of a very poor quelity, •» d ilie average marks obtained out of a 
possible of 100 w is only 115 Only a very we ak 1 no .vie dge was shown of simple terminology 
and the description of ordmiry evtrveluv farm implements was too vague •» 

A fairly lengthy tud ioce examination was given in purely prictic d questions such as the 
faults found in the reaper and binder ami theli adjust me nts also m the e otnmon adjnstnu Tits 
made in the plough Jiut this examination again revealed in indifferent knowledge of the 
prictic il np]licition of farm maehintrv it was realised tint agiuultura! students aic not 
intended to be engineers, but If the teaching of Agricultural Lnginiering dots not produce a 
fairly tlioiough prictic il knoi ledge of the eflie ient use of ordinary firm Implements such 88 
enuld make the Btudents capable of judging the best machine for a given type or condition 
of work with a knowledge of tho simple economic factors involved, then the training muBt bo 
regarded as having failed in Its main purpose 

My opinion is that anv substantial Improvement in this subject cannot bp looked for until 
all the igricultural Institutions from width the candidates are drawn provide a thorough 
trlining in the practical use of firm maehinery in addition to the theory underlying such use. 
lrom a consideriblc experience of methods adopted in other countries, particularly tho 
United States of Amcric i, I have Been tht advant ige ic truing from a tr lining of tills eh iraeter 

Land Surveying and Farm Buildings. (100 Marks.) R. Cobb, 
F.S I. 

Iht written questions were on the whole letter answered than last year but possibly tho 
paper was on the easy Bide and followed a little more than usual the stereotyped and text¬ 
book lines 

1 found the elementiry practical questions In the utd t oce were not answered as might 
have betn expected in a Diploma of this description 

The surveying and druinage parts of the subject were better known than that of the farm 
buildings 

Agricultural Chemistry. (300 Marks ) Dr J. Augustus Voelcker, 
MA, F.IC, and H. J. Page, B Sc. 

In this subject the results, while not being marked by special excellence (only one candi¬ 
date re idling five sixths marks), were, on the whole, satisfactory, inasmuch as 32 out of tho 
77 obtained two thirds of the tot il m irks available I he number of f ulurts was 10 while 7 
othc rs onlv just leached qu ilif\ing marks As has be < n observed before, tho chic f de fle le ne y 
—one brought out markedly in the ind tore examination—was the want of grounding In 
general eluuiistiy, partieulirly In relation to organic chemistry On the other hind, ques¬ 
tions dealing with the praetie il application of the subject were we 11 answered, and specimens 
submitted were is a rule recognised A w int of fanilll irity with recent developments was 
too fr quently shown and questions such as No 4 (puriiication of sewage) and No 10 (insec¬ 
ticides md fungicides), which were of a more spe e iahw d n it lire, were less generally attempted. 

Agricultural Botany. (200 Marks ) Prof. John Percival, M.A., 
Sc D. 

On the whole, the candidates did better in this subject than last year Nearly all had a 
satisfactory knowledge of the commoner grasses and clovers md their seeds but few reeog 
nised ears of rve, be aide d whe it or wild oat Botanical descriptions were not good, and more 
attention should be given to this, most of the descriptions of common weeds were very 
vague The majority of the c an dictates had not had sufficient training in practical laboratory 
work, this observation applies more particularly to tho examination of parasitic fungi and 
their effects on the crops of the farm 
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Agricultural Book-Keeping. (200 Marks.) James Wyllie, B.Sc., 
N.D.A (Hons.), N.D.D. 

Although a number of excellent p ipers worn submitted, the average standard of merit 
leaves room for considerable inipro\emcnt Few cmdidates atemed to have considered the 
use to which farm ait ounts might be put ns a guide to more edit lint managriucnt, many 
gave the Impression tint to them book keeping is a purily imchauicul process, the funda- 
uk ntal principles of, and re isons for, firm at counting bung imperfectly understood Many 
of the papers were slovenly doni aud more attention should be given to neatness and accuracy 
in working 


Agricultural Zoology. (200 Marks.) James Ritchie, M.A., D.Sc. 

Over ill, the knowledge cf aninnls of igrlcultuial interest display d in the written exami¬ 
nation was good , in pirtnulir lift histones ol ptsts wen veil handled, and a fur number 
of landidatis showed commend lble funilnnty with r<.nnt it search woik, as in the easts of 
the life cycles of the ox warble fly and tin fiit 11) 

In a laige numbt r ot t isps the pi vt tit al t xainin ition w is disappointing tilt re w is shown 
tspit lull) a lit k of actpi untant t with common and important instet typis and ptsts Jt la 
obvious thit theorctu ll knowledge of a pest aud its control is of little value, it tlu prst itself 
is not rttogni/td bv tilt stimuli 

(xieatti attention should lu paid by candidites to the setting down on piptr of tluir 
knowledge, a hiphizartl lrimgtnient of ficts gives an impiession of mudtlltd knowledge, 
whereas in orderly suetession of pingraphs suggests tint tin writer lias some giip of Ills 
inform it ion 


Vlti rinary Science and Hygtfne. (200 Maiks ) O. Chamock 
Bradley, M D., D Sc., M.R.C V.S. 

So far as my owm subject is concerned and taken as a whole, tht candidates showed a 
sitisf ictory knowledge of tht it work and rt fleeted iridit upon the teaching tliev hud ret lived 
Ihis is mdlintid by the fvet that while 11 obtunid 7 r > per rent (or more) oi possible marks, 
only 4 fultd to obtain tin minimum luti^siry for a piss 

Genenlly speaking weak candidates were at their weakest when dealing with questions 
of normal structure and function 


9. The thanks of the Boaid are again dut cO the Authorities 
of the University of Leeds, for their liberality and courtesy in 
placing the Great Hall and other rooms of the University at the 
Board’s disposal for the Examination; and to the Examiners, 
for the care and attention they bestowed upon the wiitten 
answers to the papers set, and upon the viva voce examination. 


1G, Bedford Square, London, W.C 1. 
Sij)tunbcr, 1925. 


Ernl&t Mathews, 

Chaiiman. 


n— REPORT ON THE RESULTS Oh THE 
THIRTIETH EXAMINATION FOR THE 
NATIONAL DIPLOMA IN DAIRYING, 1925 . 

1. The Thirtieth Annual Examination for the National 
Diploma in the Science and Practice of Dairying was, by the 
courtesy of the Authorities, held for English candidates at the 
University College and British Dairy Institute, Reading, from 
September 4 to 12 ; and for Scottish candidates at the Dairy 
School for Scotland, Kilmarnock, fiom September 18 to 2G. 

2. Sixty-three candidates presented themselves at the 
English Centre. Of these, fifty -four took the whole examination, 
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while eight, who failed last year in the theoretical portion of the 
examination, and one who failed in Practical Work, were per¬ 
mitted to take those portions agam on the present occasion. 
One candidate attained the <fc Honours ” standard and thirty-nine 
others were awarded the Diploma •— 

English Centre 

Dtploma with Honours. 

Stanton Gibson, B.Sc., British Dairy Instituto, Reading 
Diploma. 

Laura A. Adlington, Midland Agricultural and Dauy College, 
Kingston, Derby. 

Charles D. Berry, British Dairs Institute. 

Viollt Blow, British Dairy Institute 

Charlotte M. H. Bush, Lunes. C 1 C Dairy School, Hutton, Preston 
Sarah Campblll, Lancs CO. I rv School. 

Marian A. Cauiley, British Dauy Institute. 

Alfred J. G. Clay, British Dauy Institute 
Isabel Joan Dai, Lancs. C C Dauy School 
MoiLir Davits-Cooke, Studlc\ College, Studlcy, \\ aiwicksline. 
Eva Faith Denny, British Dairy Institute 

John Dyson, Ea k t Anglian Institute of Agriculture, Chelmsford. 

Rosalind Eltfr&haw, British Dairy Institute 

Mari D FAntrAX-CHOLMELEY, British Dairy Institute 

A\inifrld K Fui ll\r, Lancs C C. Dairy School 

Paui W. B Gates, Butish Dairy Institute. 

Alan V Gibblrd, British Dany Institute. 

HarivY Oates Hirst, Midland Agricultural and Dairy College 
Stanli y Hitluon, Midland Agricultural and Dairy College. 

Heti n Hoguj it, Lancs C C. Dauy School 

Isabi l Mary Hudson, British Dairy Institute 

Bfatiucl Maly lus, Butish Dauy Institute 

Rosamond Jackson, Midlund Agneultural and Dauy College 

Reginald Ali rt d Jlfii ky. Midland Agricultural and Dairy College. 

Mary Ki ldwi ll, Lancs. C C. Dairy School 

Sybil Klndrick-Lloyd, Bntisli Dairy Institute 

Dorothy Klnyon, Um\ orsity College of Wales, Aboiyslw^th 

Jlssil CrosthwatiJ Laidlyw, Bntisli Dairy Institute 

Dorothy A C Long, British Dairy Institute. 

John Milne, British Dauy Institute. 

Biodwln K. Owen, Butish Dairy Institute. 

Steila Margaret Pet* its, Studley College, Warwickshire 

Ethel E. Prtck, British Dairy Institute 

Olive Janet Robison, East Anglian Institute of Agncultuu 

Roland S. Sullivan, British Dairy Institute 

Mary E. Todd, Butish Dairy Institute 

Arthur Wells, British Dany Institute. 

Edward B. West, British Dairy Institute. 

Allen Heywood Wilson, Midland Agricultural and Dairy College. 
E. Monica L. Wood, British Dairj Institute. 

3. Forty-nine candidates were examined at the Scottish 
Centre. Of these, thirty-four took the whole examination, ten, 
who had previously passed in the practical part, were permitted 
to appear for the remaining portion, and five sat for Chemistry and 
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Bacteriology only. One candidate reached the “ Honours ” 
standard, and thirty-four others were awarded the Diploma:— 

Scottish Centre. 

Diploma with Honours . 

Archibald McVicar, Achanolid, Glondaruol, Argyll. 

Diploma . 

Isabella Alexander, Grudges, Tannacli, Wick. 

Sarah C. Anderson, Sclioolhouso, Logie Coldstone, Dinnefi, Aber¬ 
deen. 

A. Hubert Ancier, (i Blythswood Square, Glasgow. 

Evelyn S. Bakewell, 20 Belmont Road, AbeiSoen. 

Margaret Brown, 45 South Hamilton Street, Kilmarnock. 
Margaret Craig, Hollas, Grange, Keswick. 

John R. Ccriue, Drumadoon, Blackwatorfoot, Islo of Arran. 
Helen M. M. Dale, Bracklynn, Uplawmoor, Renfrowslnro. 
Harriet G. Dawson, Hilton of Fern, Breclun, Forfar. 

Mary Helen Deans, South Fornct, Dimoclit, Aberdeenshire. 

May Dickie, Ingram Placo, Kilmarnock. 

AVitmifred M. Drummond, Ingorsoll, Kilmarnock. 

Elizabeth Fergus, Surngarth, Skolwick, AVostray, Orkney. 

James T. Gemmell, Loohabor, Barnlield, Urmston, Manchester. 
Bernard J. Hatmes, Soale Hayno Agricultural College, Newton Abbot. 
Phoebe Halkett, 19 India Street, Edinburgh. 

Hugh McCrae, 22 St. Leonards Road, Ayr. 

Alexander McGtbbon, Woodside Farm, Cambusbarron, by Stirling. 
Andrew Mc Kenzie, 2G Belliaven Terraco, W 1 haw. 

Margaret M. Mackenzie, Westfield, Thurso 
Marg\ret W. MacLeod, G5 Caledonia Road, Saltcoats. 

Agnes Adam Meikle, 9G Albert Drive, Pollokslnolds. 

Agnes R. C. Mitchell, 12 Wellington Square, Ayr. 

Michael V. Nenadovitch, Ramatclia, Kragujevatz, Serbia. 

Gerrtt D. le Roux, Vink River, Robertson, South Africa. 
Robert R. Sinton, Kirkby Thore, Pennth. 

James S. Smith, 20 Komp Street, Hamilton. 

Margaret Strang, Grasmere, 3 Hamilton Drive, Cambuslang. 
Stanley B. Summers, Cohnton, Prestwick. 

Walter Weir, Burnfoot Cottage, Falkirk. 

Mary 1. S. White law, Queen Stroot, Castle Douglas. 

Thomas W. Williamson, Dickinson Place, Allonby, Mary port. 
Agnes S. P. Whyte, Newhouse Farm, Hallside. 

William C. Wyllie, Whitehill Farm, Sanquhar. 


All the candidates at the Scottish Centre had been students 
at the Kilmarnock Dairy School. 

4. The Examiners at both Centres were : Richard H. Evans, 
B.Sc. (General Dairying, Practical Butter-making and Capacity 
for imparting Instruction); William Lawson, M.B.E., N.D.A. 
(Hons.), C.D.A. (Glas.), N.D.D. (Cheese-making); and Dr. J. P. 
Tocher, D.Sc., E.I.C. (Chemistry and Bacteriology). 

Mr. Evans’ report is as under:— 

“ General Dairying—including Dairy Husbandry .—At the 
Reading Centre most of the candidates appeared to have covered 
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the syllabus of work fairly thoroughly, and in spite of the fact 
that, with one or two exceptions, thero were no papers of out¬ 
standing merit sent in, the work accomplished, both in the written 
and the oral part of the Examination showed that the students 
had a fairly good grasp of the subject. 

“ At Kilmarnock, however, while the candidates appeared to 
have mastered some portions of the syllabus fairly well, most of 
them found difficulty in answering the question on the use of 
bones as manure, as well as that on the construction of farm 
buildings. Further proof of this weakness was evinced in the oral 
examination. 

“ If the 1924 and the 1925 results arc compared, it will be seen 
that the percentage number of those who failed to obtain a Pass 
mark in the above subject was practically the same at the Read¬ 
ing Centre, but at Kilmarnock thire was a decided improvement 
in this respect. It should be borne m mind, however, that at 
both centres the number of those who attained Honours standard 
showed a decided decrease. 

“ Practical Butter-making. —In Practical Butter-making the 
candidates showed evidence of careful teaching. There is, how¬ 
ever, still room for improvement at both centres in the making 
up of the finished product, and, at the Reading Centre, in the time 
taken in the carrying out of the work. 

“ Capacity for Imparting Instruction to others .—In this part of 
the Examination a fair number of the candidates showed good 
promise of becoming efficient teachcis. Failure on the part of 
some of them to obtain high marks in this branch of the Examina¬ 
tion was more often due to nervousness than to any lack of know¬ 
ledge of the subject dealt with.” 

In his report, Mr. Lawson states that * “ Taken as a whole the 
work of the Candidates in Cheese-making, both written and 
practical, was satisfactory ; at both centres the percentage of 
failures in written and viva vote examination was less than in 
1924, but, on the other hand, the percentage securing 65 per cent, 
or over of marks was less than in 1924, the figures being in 1924: 
Reading, 45 per cent., Kilmarnock, 40 per cent.; in 1925 : 
Reading, 3G per cent., Kilmarnock, 31 per cent. This lack of 
really good candidates was equally noticeable in the practical 
work. The percentage of candidates obtaining 85 per cent, of 
marks or over in Hard Pressed Cheese-making were in 1924: 
Reading, 35 per cent., Kilmarnock, 58 per cent.; in 1925: 
Reading, 21 per cent., Kilmarnock, 8 per cent. 

“ The Candidates had a good general knowledge of the princi¬ 
ples of cheese-making, but this knowledge was a little abstract. 
It would be desirable that candidates should be better able to 
judge the quality of the cheese made during the examination and 
recognize where they could have improved the quality of the 
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finished product. This inability to judge the quality of the cheese 
made by them was particularly apparent at Kilmarnock, and many 
who had done well in written work were not able to describe the 
character of the curd produced. 

“ The arrangements for practical work at both centres were 
satisfactory.” 

Dr. Tocher reports as follows :— 

“ Since the proportion of failures at Reading last year was 
28 per cent, there appears to be a slight improvement in the degree 
of preparedness of the candidates in 1925 when compared with 
1924 at that Centre. The proportion of failures in Kilmarnock 
last year was very high—53 per cent.—and since the proportion 
of failures this year is 23 per cent, there appears to bo a marked 
improvement in the degree of preparedness of the candidates at 
Kilmarnock this year. The candidates generally possessed a 
better knowledge of the elementary principles of bacteriology than 
of general elementary chemistry. They appeared, however, to 
bo inadequately prepared in the classification of bacteria gener¬ 
ally, and, in particular, as to the fundamental difference between 
pathogenic and non-pathogenic organisms and their relations to 
milk supplies. Many of the candidates showed an inadequate 
knowledge of the fundamental differences between butter and 
mergarine. Tho want of knowledge on the part of many candi¬ 
dates was evidently due to the fact that there .ad been no recent 
study of general elementary chemistry or of the technical branches 
of chemistry applicable to dairying. A few of the candidates 
showed a fairly good knowledge of the chemical constitution of 
the substances met with in dairying. In this connection, how¬ 
ever, there appears to be a falling off in the degree of preparedness 
of the candidates. Many of the candidates showed an inade¬ 
quate knowledge of the simple methods of chemical analysis of 
milk and butter. Several blunders were made in answering tho 
simple question bearing on the determination of solids-not-fat 
in milk.” 

Ernest Mvtfiews, Chairman. 


T. B. Turner, Secretary . 


16 Bedford Square, Loudon, W.C. 
October , 1925. 
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Year. Outbreaks. 

1918 .351 

1919 438 

1920 479 

1921 757 

1922 683 

1923 646 

1924 575 

1925 670 


In the previous Annual Report it was said that judgment 
with regard to the success of the Sheep Scab Order of 1923 
would have to be suspended, as its most important provision 
did not come into operation till July 1, 1924. That was the 
provision which, in any case in which sheep scab was found to 
exist, laid on the owner the burden of proving that the order 
had been complied with. 

As the order had been in full force for 18 months at the end 
of 1925, the figures in the table indicate its complete failure to 
make any impression on the disease. 

In view of the failure of all the efforts hitherto made to eradi¬ 
cate the disease the Ministry has prepared a draft order designed 
to eradicate sheep scab with the minimum of interference with 
the sheep trade consistent with the object in view. The principal 
effect of this order will be to ensure that between July 15 and 
August 31 all sheep throughout Great Britain shall be double- 
dipped, except in any county declared by the Ministry to be 
exempt on the ground that it has been free from scab for at 
least the two preceding years. It will be within the absolute 
discretion of the Minister to declare a county exempt in which an 
isolated outbreak of scab had occurred originating from outside 
sources. 

During the period July 15 to August 31, restrictions will 
be imposed on the movement of sheep from one district to 
another to prevent evasion of double-dipping and mixing of 
dipped and undipped sheep. 

It is important to notice that the provisions of the Infected 
Areas Double-Dipping Order of 1920 will continue to be applied 
by the Ministry to areas where sheep scab is most prevalent 
or is suspected to exist unreported; but elsewhere, except in 
infected places, there will bo no compulsory dipping and no 
restriction on movement save during the period July 15 to August 
31. 

Under the new order, therefore, it will no longer be per¬ 
missible for local authorities to make regulations requiring the 
double-dipping of sheep moved into their districts from other 
counties. 

Within recent years the view that the eradication of sheep 
scab from this country is possible has often been urged upon the 
Ministry, and the new draft order may be regarded as the answer 
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to this pressure. It virtually calls upon those who are interested 
in the sheep industry to decide whether they will accept the 
measures considered necessary for the eradication of sheep scab, 
or, alternatively, agree to the continuance of measures that will 
merely hold the disease in check. The suggested new policy 
has received the approval of the Council of the Society, and, 
provided at the same time an increased effort is made to deal 
with the disease in the mountain regions in which it has hitherto 
had a permanent home, there appears to be good reason to expect 
that it will succeed. 


Swine Fever. 

The following table shows the number of outbreaks of the 
disease during each of the last ten years: — 


Year. 

Outbreaks. 

1910 . . . . 

. 4,331 

1917 

. 2,104 

1918 

. 1,407 

1919 

. 2,305 

1920 

. 1,816 

1921 

. 1,202 

1922 

. 1,390 

1923 

. 1,968 

1924 

1,441 

1925 

. 1,643 


The table covers the period during which the present method 
of dealing with the disease has been in operation, and at first 
sight the facts disclosed in it may appear to prove that the 
method has failed. A knowledge of the history of the disease 
prior to 1916, however, suggests a different opinion. For 23 
years (1893-1916) the Board of Agriculture applied to the 
disease measures that were designed to eradicate it. During 
that period all diseased and suspected pigs were slaughtered, 
with compensation to the owners, and at the same time serious 
restrictions on movement of pigs in infected areas were enforced. 
At one time there appeared to be a good prospect that the 
methods would succeed, for the outbreaks had fallen from 5,682 
in 1894 to 817 in 1905. Unfortunately the latter year proved 
to be a turning point for the worse, and, by 1914 the annual out¬ 
breaks had risen to 4,356. As stamping-out measures had thus 
failed and were enormously expensive, it was agreed, with the 
general consent of those specially interested, that the attempt 
to eradicate the disease should be given up, compulsory slaughter 
of suspected pigs being abandoned and the loss which the disease 
entails allowed to fall on the owners, who were encouraged to 
use anti-swine-fever serum to bring outbreaks to an end. The 
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now measures were intended to control the disease—not to eradi¬ 
cate it, and that is to he kept in mind in interpreting the figures 
given in the table. Judged from that standpoint, they are 
not unsatisfactory, although the outbreaks have been more 
numerous in 1925 than in the previous year. 


Parasitic Mange in Hobses. 

The incidence of this disease during the last nine years is 
shown in the following fable: — 


Year 

Outbreaks 

Vnimals attacked 

1917. 

. 2,614 

4,873 

1918. 

4,483 

8,422 

1919. 

. 5,003 

9,773 

19 JO. 

. 3,564 

3,812 

1921. 

. 2,055 

3,108 

1922. 

. 1,035 

1,454 

1923. 

789 

1,119 

1924. 

064 

950 

1925. 

513 

810 


In the last complete year before the war the outbreaks num¬ 
bered 2,383, and the figures for the last year are therefore highly 
satisfactory. 


Foot and Mouth Disease. 

The number of outbreaks of this disease confirmed during 
each of the last five years was as follows :— 


Year 

Out bn aks 

I 

1 Animals slaughtered as 

i Diseased or Suspected 

1921 . . . . 

44 

1 

1 3,085 

1922 . . . . 

1,140 

1 55,599 

1923 . . . . 

1,854 

125,098 

1924 . . . . 

1,440 

88,726 

1925 . . . . 

260 

| 19,963 


Tables I and II show the dates of the outbreaks in 1925 
and the counties in which they occurred. 

No outbreaks were reported in the interval between May 9 
and the end of June, and there were three shorter periods during 
which the country appeared to be free from the disease. 
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Week ended 
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During the last foui years the amounts paid in compcnsa 
tion for animals slaughtered m connection with outbreaks have 
been as follows — 

• l 


1922 

SO 1,529 

1921 

2,209,781 

1924 

1,389,(>9(> 

1925 

270,000 


In the preceding annual report reference was made to the 
question whether the stamping-out method of dealing with out- 
1 Ihe figures foi 1925 aio approximate only 
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breaks, which has been consistently followed in this country 
during the last thirty years, has boon justified by the results; 
and, by way of answer to the question, statistics were given 
to show, for comparison with those in Great Britain, the number 
of outbreaks in the nearest countries of Europe in 1923 and the 
first nine months of 1924. For the same purpose, it has been 
thought well to include in the present report the following 
figures 1 (Tables III and IV) for the years 1924 and 1925. The 
number of animals attacked with the disease in foreign countries 
has not been obtainable, and it is important to notice that the 
figures given in the Tables are those of outbreaks. 


Table III. 


Month, 

J924 

«J anuary 

February 

March . 

April . 

May 

Juno 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 


Totals 


Month, 

1925 


.January 
Fobruary . 
March . 
April . 
May 
Juno 

July . . 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December . 


Totals 


Gn al 
Brit am 

Germany 

Holland 

Belgium 

Franco 

Denmark 

582 

1,897 

211 

430 

2,184 

2 

308 

2,188 

309 

500 

1,697 

10 

215 

2,838 

2,397 

755 

1,033 

20 

05 

],148 2 

4,740 

1,172 

930 

23 

33 

1,124 

9,419 

1,500 

754 

10 

59 

1,224 

14,914 

1,054 j 

1,012 

2 

73 

1,710 

22,581 

3,016 

2,420 

6 

57 

3,303 | 

20,092 

5,110 1 

3,320 

0 

9 

3,749 

7,757 

4,835 

1,945 

14 

1G 

4,901 

3,420 

7,160 

2,020 

122 

19 

5,985 

1,224 

6,318 1 

1,057 

1,383 

4 

6,112 

1,200 

4,813 1 

825 

0,332 

1,440 

1 

30,299 

1 

88,930 

37,287 

19,812 

7,941 


Table IV. 




Gicnt 

Britain 

Gorman j 

Holland 

Belgium i 

France 

Denmark 

f> 

[ 3,710 

025 

1,237 

922 

8,050 

7 

1 2,286 

239 

395 

013 

7,862 

4 

1,548 

145 

253 

505 

, 6,491 

2 

1,448 

275 

182 

092 

1 4,061 

3 

| U71 

923 

104 

029 

1 2,941 

— - 

, 2,007 

2,243 

138 

1,000 

1 2,609 

1 

1 3,712 

4,491 

157 

1,041 

2,960 

3 

1 3,914 

7,521 

112 

i 1,999 

1 3,542 

3 

2,043 

7,823 

57 

2,351 

3,658 

90 

1 2,039 

4,307 

85 

3,217 

5,108 

101 

2,483 

1,205 

103 

2,044 

3,781 

35 

5,011 

1,042 

125 

1,391 

, 2,554 

260 

32,572 

31,039 

1 3,008 

17,004 

53,617 


1 Supplied by the Ministry of Agriculture. 


1 Figures incomplete, 
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It is obvious that these figures do not directly provide all 
the information necessary for a close comparison of the loss 
inflicted by the disease on each of the countries, first, because 
they do not show the number of animals attacked, and, secondly, 
because in the continental countries, whore the slaughter policy 
is not in force, no compensation falls to be paid by the State. 
Fortunately, however, there are indirect methods by which one 
may form an estimate of the loss sustained by each country. 

Facts that have to be noted at the outset arc : (1) that the 
number of outbreaks in this country during tho two years in¬ 
cluded in the above Tables was 1,775, (2) that the total number 
of animals slaughtered as diseased or suspected in connection 
with these outbreaks was 121,880 (an average of 68 per out¬ 
break), and (3) that the total amount paid in compensation was 
£1,659,696 (an average of £15 per head). 

Turning now to Tables III and IV it will be seen that during 
the same two years the outbreaks in Belgium numbered 40,295, 
and, if one allows 30 animals for each outbreak (instead of 68 
in Great Britain), the total number attacked must have been 
approximately 1,208,850. 

Tho loss falling upon the owners of these animals includes, 
first, tho actual deaths, and, secondly, the deterioration of value 
in the animals that recovered. With regard to the first of these, 
it has to be observed that two opposed and equally erroneous 
opinions appear to be widely held in this country at the present 
time, the first being that foot-and-mouth disease is usually 
fatal, and tho second that all animals recover from it. The 
fact is that the death rate varies from 0 to 50 per cent, in dif¬ 
ferent outbreaks, depending upon tho nature of tho animals 
(young or old, breeding or non-breeding), the care bestowed on 
them, and, above all, tho virulence of the disease. Wide experi¬ 
ence gained during the forty years when the disease prevailed 
in this country placed tho death rate at 3 per cent., but in many 
parts of Europe during recent years the disease appears to have 
been of a specially virulent type, and probably 5 per cent, would 
be a fairer estimate. If, however, it is estimated to have been 
only 3 per cent., that would mean the actual death from the 
disease in Belgium of 36,264 animals during 1924 and 1925; 
and if these are valued at £10 per head (instead of the £15 found 
to be the value of the animals slaughtered in Great Britain) that 
makes the loss from deaths £362,640. To that there falls to be 
added the loss from deterioration in the condition and value of 
tho animals that recovered, which at £3 per head amounts to 
£3,517,758. 

Estimated in this way, the total loss which tho disease caused 
to stockowners in Belgium in 1924 and 1925 amounted to 
£3,880,398. In the same two years the amount paid in com- 
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pensation for animals slaughtered in this country was £1,659,696. 

Anyone can easily estimate in the same way, for himself, 
what was the probable loss which the disease caused in the 
other countries included in the Tables, but the case of Denmark 
requires special notice. 

Denmark is the country that most closely resembles Great 
Britain in matters connected with foot-and-mouth disease. For 
the most part the country stands detached from the Continent, 
and on that account it has, like Great Britain, until lately 
escaped with comparatively little loss from the great wave of 
outbreaks that has swept over nearly the whole of Europe. 

Until towards the end of 1924 the measures adopted to con¬ 
trol the disease were fairly successful (see Table III), but in 
November of that year the disease got out of hand, and in the 
following month over 6,000 outbreaks occurred. 

The bare figures in the right-hand columns of Tables III and 
IV are eloquent of the calamity that would have overtaken 
animal husbandry in this country if the stamping-out policy 
had been abandoned in 1922, and which may yet overtake it 
if stockowners conceal the existence of the disease or neglect to 
give prompt notification of suspicious symptoms in their animals. 

In view of the incompleteness of the information obtainable 
regarding outbreaks, only an approximate estimate can be formed 
of the loss inflicted by the disease in foreign countries, but one 
is on much firmer ground vhen endeavouring to calculate what 
it would have cost this country if it had had in 1925 as many 
outbreaks as Denmark, viz. in round numbers 511,000. Judging 
from the experience of the last four years, each of these would 
have involved 67 animals, or a total of over 3| millions, and, 
on the well-founded calculation that 3 per cent, of these (valued 
at £15 per head) would have died, and that the deterioration 
of the remainder would have averaged £3 per head, the total 
loss inflicted directly on the owners in one year would have 
been over 10£ million pounds. 

This should be measured against the £270,000 which the 
State paid during the year to prevent what has occurred in 
Denmark. 

And, in conclusion, it must be pointed out that, in conse¬ 
quence of the consistent application of the stamping-out policy, 
this country continues to have an infinitely better prospect than 
any of those in which measures of isolation are employed to 
prevent the spread of the disease. 

The experience of the past year gives good ground for ex¬ 
pecting that in this country the disease will not again make the 
alarming headway that it did in 1923 and 1924, but the figures 
for the other countries hold out no hope of any improvement 
in the near future. 



Annual Report for 1925 of Royal Veterinary College. 265 


The Tuberculosis Order of 1925. 

Reference is made to this order here mainly to call attention 
to the obligations which it imposes on owners of cattle. These 
relate to (1) notification, and (2) the precautions to be taken with 
regard to milk and the isolation of suspected animals. 

Article 2 of the order makes it the duty of every person who 
has in his possession or in hit charge 

(i) any cow which is, or appears to be, suffering from tuber¬ 

culosis of the udder, indurated udder or other chronic 
disease of the udder ; or 

(ii) any bovine animal which is, or appears to be, suffering 

from tuberculous emaciation ; or 

(iii) any bovine ammal which is suffering from a chronic 

cough and showing definite clinical signs of tuber¬ 
culosis 

without avoidable delay to give information of the fact to a 
constable of the police force for the area wherein the* animal is, 
or to an Inspector of the Local Authority. 

Under Article 11 every animal affected in the manner speci¬ 
fied above shall as far as practicable be kept isolated from other 
bovine animals, and the owner must keep such animals in his 
possession or under his charge until they have been examined 
by a Veterinary Inspector in accordance with he provisions of 
the order and the owner or person in charge has been notified 
that this Article lias ceased to apply to the animals. 

Article 10 is as follows : The milk produced by any cow 
which is, or appears to be, suffering from chronic disease of the 
udder or tuberculous emaciation or is suffering from a chronic 
cough and showing definite clinical signs of tuberculosis, shall 
not be mixed with other milk until the cow has been examined 
by a Vetermary Inspector in accordance with the provisions of 
this order, and until either six weeks after the examination 
have expired to enable microscopical and biological tests to be 
carried out if necessary or the owner or person in charge thereof 
lias been notified that this Article has ceased to apply to the 
cow ; and all milk affected by this Article shall forthwith be boiled 
or otherwise sterilised, and any utensil in which such milk is 
placed before being so treated shall be thoroughly cleansed with 
boiling water before any other milk is placed therein. These 
provisions shall also apply to the milk of a cow in relation to 
which a notice of intended slaughter has been served from the 
date of the service of the notice until the slaughter of the animal. 

Under Article 4 when a Local Authority receives information 
that there is reasonable ground for supposing that on any prem¬ 
ises in their district there is a cow which is suffering in the 
manner specified above, their Veterinary Inspector may at all 
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reasonable hours enter on any part of the premises and examine 
any bovine animal thereon, and the Veterinary Inspector may 
require any cow on the premises to be milked in his presence, 
and may take samples of the milk, and the milk from any par¬ 
ticular teat shall if he so require be kept separate, and separate 
samples thereof shall be furnished. The Inspector may also 
take samples of the faeces or urine of any bovine animal on the 
premises, or of any abnormal discharge from any bovine animal 
thereon. 

The occupier of the premises and the persons in his employ¬ 
ment shall render such reasonable assistance to the Inspector 
as may be required for all or any of the purposes of this Article, 
and any person refusing such assistance shall be deemed guilty 
of an offence against the Act of 1894. 

Under the same Article the consent of the owner in writing 
must be obtained by an Inspector before 1 he applies the tuber¬ 
culin test to any cow or bovine animal which in his opinion 
comes within the terms of the order. 


The provisions of the order with regard to cows are intended 
to secure notification only in the case of animals that are pre¬ 
sumably affected with tuberculosis in a manner that involves 
danger to human health, and it is obvious that the order pre¬ 
supposes on the part of an ow ner some knowledge regarding the 
symptoms of tuberculosis of the udder, indurated udder, and 
chronic disease of the udder. 

Briefly stated, the following are the distinctive signs of tuber¬ 
culosis of the udder. 

The disease begins without any of the signs of acute inflamma¬ 
tion (heat, redness, or tenderness) and without the marked 
changes in the amount and appearance of the milk that arc 
usually present in ordinary cases of garget. 

Usually the first discoverable sign of tuberculosis of the 
udder is an induration or hardening of the substance of one or 
more of the quarters. If the indurated part, while still remaining 
insensitive to moderate pressure, steadily increases in extent the 
case is probably one of tuberculosis and ought to be notified 
forthwith. With the further progress of the disease the milk 
from the affected quarter diminishes in amount, and eventually 
becomes decidedly abnormal in appearance, but the owner should 
not wait for this symptom when those previously mentioned 
have been detected. 

Turning next to the question of what constitutes indurated 
udder or chronic disease of the udder, it will be gathered from 
what has already been said that tuberculosis of the udder is 
nearly always a chronic disease, and that it always leads to 
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induration of the affected part. There are, however, other forms 
of udder disease of which the course may become chronic, and 
which may end in induration of tho udder. Some of these may 
occasion difficulty in diagnosis even to an experienced veterinary 
surgeon, and that is obviously the reason why tho order roquires 
such cases to bo notilied. 

While owners should therefore bo advised not to decide in a 
doubtful case that the disease of the udder is not tuberculous, 
it may be stated that the chief differences between the tuber¬ 
culous and tho non-tuberculous cases of chronic udder disease 
are the following :— 

1. In tuberculosis of the udder the disease is chronic from 
the outset, and as it proceeds the affected quarter becomes larger 
and more and more indurated. 

2. In the great majority of non-tuberculous cases of chronic 
udder disease the quarter at the outset shows the usual signs of 
acute inflammation (sudden swelling, tenderness, and marked 
changes m the milk), and when at a later stage induration occurs 
the quarter usually becomes smaller than it was originally. 

In conclusion it may be well to refer to another matter about 
which the owner or person in chargo may feel doubt, viz., the 
provision of the order with regard to cases of tuberculous emacia¬ 
tion. When in a bovine animal emaciation is the only symptom 
of diseaso it is usually not the result of tuberculosis. It may be 
due to different causes, but when the emaciation is accompanied 
by diarrhoea and these are the only symptoms the case is prob¬ 
ably not one of tuberculosis but of Johne’s disease, and notifica¬ 
tion is therefore not necessary. 

• Research. 

For tho purpose of investigations which are being conducted 
in tho Research Institute at the Royal Veterinary College, 
members of the Society are invited to communicate with the 
Director, when the occasion arises, regarding any of the following 
diseases :— 

1. Abortion in Mares. 

2. Johne’s disease. 

3. Outbreaks of udder disease in cows. 

4. Outbreaks of fatal diarrhoea in lambs or calves. 

5. Cases of quarter-evil or “ Struck ” in calves or sheep. 

J. McFadyean. 

Royal Veterinary College, 

London, N.W.l. 
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ANNUAL REPORT FOR 1925 OF THE 
CONSULTING CHEMIST. 

The number of samples sent by members has been only slightly 
less than in 1924. The total is 341 as against 355 the previous 
year. In addition, there were fourteen samples of Cider examined 
in connection with the Society’s Country Show at Chester. 

There is little to record in the way of fresh materials coming 
forward in respect of either fertilisers or feeding stuffs. The use 
of ground mineral phosphates, principally from North Africa, 
has, however, considerably increased. 

Prices generally have been very stable, more especially as 
regards fertilisers, and have remained favourable to purchasers. 

As regards the prevalence (f adulteration, there have been but 
few instances of this with samples submitted to me by members. 
Adulteration of offals, however, has been by no means infrequent 
throughout fchc country, and the addition of tapioca meal to 
ground Oats, Parley Meal, etc., lias come in as a new form, 
while, to some extent, the use of ground Bice husk as an adulter¬ 
ant of feeding stuffs still continues. 

An instance of the occurrence of Castor Oil bean in Earthnut 
Cake was brought to light and will be referred to later. 

Instances, however, have not been infrequent of considerable 
variation in the composition of deliveries. This applies more 
particularly to Basic Slag and North African Phosphates. 

In last year s report 1 referred in some detail to my visit to 
the Alsace Potash Mines, and to the possibility of competition 
between these products and those from the German Potash 
Mines, a competition which was likely to result in advantage 
to the agriculturist. It would appear, however, that a working 
agreement has now been come to between the different interests, 
though happily without, at present, increasing the cost of the 
materials to the farmer. 

Chief among the events of the year has been the continuation 
of the work of the Departmental Committee on the Fertilisers 
and Feeding Stuffs Act, subsequent to the issue by that Com¬ 
mittee of their report. An Advisory Committee was appointed 
to draw up schedules and definitions of articles that would come 
under the provisions of the Act. This Committee-^n which the 
R.A.S.E. was represented by Mr. J. L. Luddington, the Chairman 
of the Chemical Committee—has duly reported. The draft 
report was circulated and considered by the Chemical Committee 
of the R.A.S.E. and]a general approval given to it. At the same 
time, suggestions having been invited, the Chemical Com¬ 
mittee sent theirs in, emphasising in particular the following 
points which seemed to them desirable of inclusion :— 
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1. That in regard to Feeding Stuffs—where foods are sold 

under a name indicating that they are made of a single 
ingredient, e.g. Barley Meal, Bran, Middlings, Bean Meal, 
etc.—there should be simply a guarantee as to their being 
pure. 

2. That in the case of Fertilisers there should be a guarantee 

that they be in good condition and suitable for applica¬ 
tion to the land. 

3. That the proposed grading of offals is not practicable nor 

desirable. 

4. That materials such as lime, soot, shoddy, etc., should be 

included under the Act. 

These suggestions would appear to have been considered and 
adopted as far as possible, and it is understood that a Bill is now 
being drafted on the lines of the report. 

The question of Unexhausted Manure Values, chiefly as 
regards foods consumed on the farm, has again come up and has 
been considered by a committee of agricultural scientists con¬ 
vened by the Ministry of Agriculture, and subsequently by repre¬ 
sentatives of those engaged in the work of practical valuation. 
It was, however, not found possible to come to any definite 
agreement on the data vhich at present exist, and the matter 
is held over for the time being. 

Meanwhile, m response to a request from the Central Associa¬ 
tion of Agricultural Valuers, T vent into the matter afresh 
on the lines and suggestions of the Conferences referred to, and, 
as the result, I drew up a revised scale for Feeding Stuffs. 
The main feature of this, besides necessary alterations of unit 
prices consequent on the fall in value of manurial constituents, 
consists in the simplification of the Tables by the omission of the 
third and fourth columns hitherto given (foods used direct on 
arable or grass land) and the retention only of the tvo columns 
for first and second year of application. Experience had 
shown that the third and fourth columns were but little used 
in practice, whilst scientific opinion as regards the greater value 
of cake, etc., fed on arable or grass land has undergone some 
modification. 

A further feature is the inclusion, in the Tables, of Compound 
Cakes. This step was warranted inasmuch as many of these 
cakes possess considerable manurial value, and value much above 
that of com with which, in many parts of the country, it had 
been the custom to class them. 

The Tables, as revised up to September, 1925, have now 
been issued by the Central Association of Agricultural Valuers, 
2 Whitehall Court, S.W.l, and are obtainable there. 

The revival of the issue of “Occasional Notes” giving in- 
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formation regarding the activities of the different scientific 
departments of the Society was referred to in last year’s Report, 
and it was hoped that another such issue would be made in 1925. 
Consequent, however, on the paucity of material which was forth¬ 
coming, the issue of this has been postponed. 

An interesting feature of the year has been the institution 
of conferences at the Rothamsted Experimental Station on 
agricultural topics. It is sought in these to bring together 
scientists and practical men, the meetings consisting of the 
reading of short papers followed by discussion and sugges¬ 
tions. Three such conferences have so far been held : the first on 
March 6 on Green-manuring ; the second on May 22 on Lime ; 
and the third on November 20 on the Manuring of the Potato 
Crop. 

These conferences were oil increasingly successful, besides 
affording an opportunity of making the work of the Rothamsted 
Experimental Station chiefly, and incidentally that of Woburn 
and other places, better known. 

I had the privilege of opening the first two conferences with 
papers dealing principally with the work done at Woburn on 
these subjects for many years past. 

In the Chemical Department especially—as with the R.A.S.E. 
and the agricultural world generally—a heavy loss has been 
sustained by the death of Sir Bowen Bowen-Jones, Bart., who 
was Chairman of the Chemical Committee from 1901 to January, 
1915. Sir Bowen always took a great interest in the work of 
the Committee and was a good friend of the Woburn Experi¬ 
mental Station, the importance of the work of which he main¬ 
tained to the end. 

Passing to individual subjects which have engaged my atten¬ 
tion during the year, I deal with these in succession. 

A. Feeding Stuffs. 

1. Linseed Cake. 

The price of this, starting with £13 2s. 6d. per ton in 
January, ranged from £13 to £13 Is. 6d. until September, after 
which it fell to £12 15s., and to £12 5s. in November. 

Of the samples sent to me by members I can say that when¬ 
ever these have been sold as pure, they have been found to be so, 
and, as a rule, to come up to guarantee. 

2. Cotton Cake. 

Much the same remark applied to this. Decorticated Cotton 
Cake has seldom come to the fore, though samples of the Meal 
are occasionally sent. The price of Undecorticated Cotton Cake 
ranged from £8 5s. per ton to £7 12s. 6d. per ton, at which latter 
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figure it oontinues. Bombay Cotton Cake has been about £1 
a ton cheaper. 

3. Groundnut (Earthnut) Cake. Occurrence of Castor Oil Bean. 

The price of Groundnut Cake has throughout been £13 5s. 
per ton. 

A case calling for special note occurred in the use, by a member 
for his cattle, of a mixed food of which Groundnut Cake was 
one of the constituents. The Groundnut Cake had been separ¬ 
ately purchased and consisted of two kinds, one being of thick 
pieces and purchased in Yorkshire, and the other of thin flakes 
and purchased at Liverpool. 

The member, afte^ mixing the Cake with Cotton Cake and 
home-grown meals, fed it to his cattle (65 in number), and, shortly 
after, one of these died and a number of others were found to bo 
in a serious condition. 

On analysing the mixed food given to the cattle, I found 
Castor Oil bean to be present, and, on examining the ingredients 
separately, I traced the Castor Oil bean to the thin, or flaked, 
Groundnut Cake, the thick variety and other ingredients being 
free from it. The injury to the cattle was confirmed by a post¬ 
mortem and by veterinary examinations. No other animals 
died, but all were seriously deteriorated and never got thor¬ 
oughly well, so that they were eventually soxu. at considerable 
loss. The vendors of the cake met the member honourably and 
a settlement on a liberal scale was come to. 

4. Coconut Cake , Palm-nut Meal , etc. 

A few samples only of these were sent, and there is nothing 
special to report regarding them. 

Coconut Cake ranged in price from £12 per ton to £10 10s. 
in April, falling later to £10 per ton. 

Palm-nut Meal (extracted) cost throughout £7 15s. or £8 per 
ton. 

5. Rice Meal. 

Italian Rice Meal. 

The price of this, beginning at £9 per ton, went down to 
£8 per ton, at which figuro it stands. 

There still seems to be some uncertainty as to what Rice 
Meal should, or should not, be. As has been previously pointed 
out by me, Rice Meal should properly be the bran or skin cover¬ 
ing the inner, or white, grain of the rice, and should not contain 
the outer husk or “ shude.” Unfortunately, it not infre¬ 
quently happens that the true meal is mixed with some of the 
finely ground and objectionable husk. 
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At the same time, certain varieties of Rice Meal are known 
to bo always of inferior nature. One such is known in the 
trade as “ Italian ” Rice Meal. Under the name of “ Fumetta ” 
Rice Meal (Italian), and costing £6 5s. per ton delivered, there 
was sent to me a sample the analysis of which had been guaran¬ 
teed. The following, giving these figures and also those of my 
own analysis, show how widely the two differed :— 


Moisture . 

Ab guaranteed. 

I’er cent 

8-64 

As found 
Per cent 
10-75 

Oil 

1-85 

1-09 

Albuminoids . 

. 10-50 . 

4-25 

Carbohydrates, etc 

. 

39-20 

Woody Fibre 

. 

27-73 

Mineral matter 

. 

16 98 

Nitrogen . 

1-68 . 

100 00 

0-68 

Including Silica and Sand 

. 

15-45 


The high percentages of Silica and Woody Fibre shown in my 
analysis were due to the presence in the meal of the finely ground 
“ shudes,” and this meal should not have been sold under the 
name of “ Rice Meal.” 

The consignment was eventually returned to the vendors. 

6. Compound Cakes and Meals. 

I am able to supplement the good report which I gave last 
year in regard to the improvement both of quality and in the 
nature of the materials used in these foods. 

These and other considerations have prompted me to advo¬ 
cate the inclusion of compound cakes and meals in my Tables of 
Unexhausted Manure Values, grading them according to their 
nitrogenous contents, and not classing them, as was usual before, 
simply as com. 

The improvement of compound cakes is one of the marked 
features of later days, and I am free to admit that my views have 
undergone considerable modification regarding their use. One 
previously had to regard these cakes with some suspicion 
because of their often being made the media for the inclusion of 
materials of practically worthless nature or of doubtful quality. 
But there is no denying the advantage of a mixed food for stock 
and the convenience of such feeding, and now that these materials 
have to be sold by guaranteed analysis and that there has been 
such all-round improvement in their manufacture, many of the 
objections previously urged against them disappear. 

Notwithstanding what has been said, it is important that 
the quality of compound foods should be checked, as it occasion¬ 
ally happens, as in the instance now to be mentioned, that foods 
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stated to be made up in a particular way are found not to 
comply with the description given. 

A sample of Pig Nuts sent me and which was supposed to bo 
composed of 60 per cent. Barley Meal, 30 per cent. Middlings with 
10 per cent. Fish Meal, and costing £12 2s. 6 d. per ton, was 
examined and I found that, instead of being mainly Barley Meal, 
it consisted chiefly of Palmnut Meal, along with Rice, a little 
Wheat and some Peas, the Fish Meal being, as I stated, “ notable 
rather by its absence than by its presence.** On the purchaser 
complaining, a refund of 50 s. a ton was allowed. 

7. Cereals , Offals , etc . 

It is, as stated with these materials that adulteration is 
found to be most frequent. Besides the admixture of finely 
ground husk such as that of Oat husk, Rice shudes, etc., a 
newer form of adulteration, ? iz ., the addition of Tapioca Meal, 
has recently become prominent Instances of this are given in 
the following cases which came under the Fertilisers and Feeding 
Stuffs Act and with which I was concerned. 

(1) Sussex Ground Oats. 

A sample sold under this name was found to consist of only 
about 50 per cent, of Oats, the rest being made up of Oat shudes, 
Wheat, and some Tapioca. 

A fine of £10 and £14 costs was inflicted. 

(2) Sussex Ground Oats. 

In this the proportion of Oats was somewhat higher than in 
the last, but the sample contained Oat shudes, Rice and Wheat 
in considerable amount. 

A fine of £10 and £5 5,9. costs was imposed. 

(3) “ Dan” (Sharps). 

This sample, instead of being the pure offal of Wheat, was 
found to be a mixture, half and half, of coarse Middlings and 
Tapioca Meal. 

A penalty of £3 with £13 10s. 2d. costs was incurred. 

A member of the Society sent me a sample of what had been sold 
to him as a feeding material at £5 105. per ton delivered. The 
analysis was as follows :— 


Moisture ... . . . 10*72 

Oil. 7*44 

Albuminoids ....... 8*56 

Carbohydrates, etc*. . .... 42*98 

Woody Fibre . ..... 13*56 

1 Mineral matter ...... 16*74 


100*00 

Nitrogen . . . • . . . 1*37 

1 Including Sand and Silica. .... 12*35 
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I found this to be nothing but a refuse material consisting 
mainly of finely ground Oat husk and Rice husk. It will be 
noticed that the analysis showed high percentages of woody fibre 
and siliceous matter. The presence of Rice husk in particular 
is very objectionable, and such a material as this should not have 
been sold as a feeding stuff at all. 

Ewe’s Milk. 

The following analysis of milk from a Hampshire Down ewe 
may be of interest:— 

Water.72-34 

Fat.9-65 

Solids-not-fat ....... 18-01 


B. Fertutsers. 


100-00 


1. Superphosphate . 

The price of this has remained very steady. It has been about 
£3 per ton for ,30 per cent. “ soluble ” and £3 10s. per ton for 
35 per cent. “ soluble.” 

In the course of the year an application was made by the 
manufacturers of Superphosphate to have this particular part 
of then* industry 44 protected ” on account of the unrcmunerative 
return consequent on competition from abroad. The applica¬ 
tion was strongly opposed by the farming interests, and, at first 
sight, the opposition seemed warranted, inasmuch as any change 
might result in prices being higher and the farmer having to pay 
more. On closer examination of the question, it had to be recog¬ 
nised that there was another side to it, and that, in their anxiety 
to get Superphosphate cheaply, the farming industry might bo 
playing into the hands of foreign manufacturers who, by “under¬ 
cutting ” as against tho home manufacturers, might eventually 
raise prices, and the farmer might, in the end, have to pay 
more than at present and find that, meantime, the home industry 
had been destroyed. Moreover, it was generally recognised that 
the manufacture of Superphosphate as an item by itself did not 
pay, and that it was really only for the sake of the making up of 
compound manures (of which it formed apart) that it was at 
all remunerative. 

It is not for me to discuss the relative merits of the case, but 
I felt bound to point out to my agricultural friends that there 
were other interests besides their own immediate ones that had 
to be taken into consideration. 

Though the report of tho Committee appointed, under the 
Safeguarding of Industries Act, to enquire into the subject was 
not unanimous in its conclusions, the application was in the end 
not acceded to. 



Annual Report for 1925 of the Consulting Chemist . 275 

Superphosphate Containing Excess of Moisture . 

Superphosphate containing excess of water, and especially 
any excess of free acid (whether due to sulphuric acid or to phos¬ 
phoric acid) is apt to destroy the bags in which it is packed, and, 
in the manufacture, care lias to be taken to neutr alis e any such 
acidity 

The following case, however, was new to my experience. A 
member sent me a sample 01 Superphosphate, complaining that 
it not only burst the bags m which it was packed, but also that, 
when put on grass land at the rate of 4 cwt per acre, it scorched 
this and the grass did not recover for some time. 

To all appearance the superphosphate was m good con¬ 
dition, and I did not find it to be moro than usually acid, but it 
had a high percentage of moisture Though mchned to doubt 
the statement of the member, I thought it well to try the super¬ 
phosphate at the Woburn Experimental Farm and see whether 
it did the damage complained of My observations confirmed 
the statement made, and, on comparing with this superphos¬ 
phate some that I was usmg myself on the farm, I found that the 
latter did no damage Accordingly, I analysed the two super¬ 
phosphates vciy completely They had practically the same 
amounts of soluble and insoluble phosphates and there was no 
difference m acidity or m the presence of free phosphoric acid. 
The sole difference was m the moisture , while my Woburn 
sample had only 13 2 per cent, the sample complained of had 
18 18 per cent of moisture 

The time at which I apphed the two superphosphates was 
m June during a time of prolonged drought Later on, m July, 
and after ram had fallen, I lepeated the trial and this time I 
found that both superphosphates showed injury for a time to 
the grass I can only surmise that, m the first instance, the 
moister sample remained attached to the blades of grass while 
the drier one did not adhere but found its way down to the ground 
surface When, however, later on, moister conditions prevailed 
both samples behaved alike and caused a certain amount of 
injury, though only of a temporary natuie There is very little 
doubt, however, that the higher moisture was responsible for tho 
bursting oi the bags, and this should be guarded against. 

2 Basic Slag 

Prices of this underwent a steady rise dunng the year For 
30 pei cent 47 8 6 d per ton was quoted m January and increased 
to 60s m November For 35 per cent the prices similarly 
ranged from 57s 6 d to 67s 6d , and for 40 pei cent from 67s 6 d 
to 75s per ton 

As a rule, samples were found to be up to quahty and well 
ground, but instances of variation came occasionally to my notice 
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A. 


Total Phosphates 
Fineness 


Tolal Phosphates 
Fineness 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

per c ent. i>er cent. 

. 37-75 42-32 

. 81-3 82-06 

B. 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

percent, percent. 
. 19-64 26-44 

. 80 81-6 


In the case of A the guarantee was for 40 per cent. The 
first sample showed a distinct deficiency, while the second sample, 
taken from another part of the delivery, was above the guarantee. 
On comparing the two samples I found a marked difference of 
colour between them. 

In B the guarantee was 26 per cent. The first sample showed 
over 6 per cent, deficiency, but a further one was up to guarantee. 
Here again there was a marked difference of colour between the 
two samples. 


3. Ground Mineral Phosphates. 

These, more especially North African Phosphates, appear to 
have been used to a considerable extent and to have taken, in 
part, the place of Basic Slag, supplies of which have been some¬ 
what short. 

With these, however, the same variations of quality as noted 
in the case of Basic Slag have been at times found. A member 
who had made a considerable purchase of North African Phos¬ 
phate under a guarantee of 62-63 per cent, of phosphates and 80 
per cent, fineness, sent me a sample which was found to be 10 
per cent, deficient in phosphates. He subsequently sent me 
samples from other lots forming part of the same contract, and 
the following table shows how considerably these varied. 


Total Phosphates 
Fineness . 


A. B. 

IV r cent. Per cent 
52-1 55-85 

80-C 83-0 


C. D. 

Percent. Percent 

54-23 56-7 

80-6 83-6 


Solubility of Mineral Phosphates. 

It had become a practice with some vendors of ground 
mineral phosphates, or materials very similar to these, to state a 
guarantee of the solubility of the phosphates according to a 
method different from that specified under the Fertilisers and 
Feeding Stuffs Act (2 per cent, citric acid solution). By vary¬ 
ing the quantity of the material used, the strength of the solution 
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and the time occupied, a much higher solubility was shown 
than would have been the ease with the ordinary method 

In one instance that came to my notice a guarantee of 95 
per cent solubility m citric acid solution was given, whereas 
when tested by the oidinary method tho solubility was found 
to be only 30 per cent 

Such a practice is to say the least, misleading, and gives an 
unfair comparison with Basic Slag and other phosphates As a 
result, however of attention being drawn to this, I am happy 
to say that the practice has now been discontinued 

4 Nitrate of Soda and Sulphate of Ammonia 

Nitrate of Soda and Sulphate of Ammonia continue to be the 
puncipal purely nitrogenous manures employed on the farm, and 
the use of the dry, granular and neutral Sulphate of Ammonia 
appears to have been much extended Cyanamide and other 
nitrogenous manures produced from atmospheric sources have, so 
far, had but a limited use m this country 

The price of Nitrate of Soda was £13 per ton at the beginning 
of the year, gradually lessening to £12 l 9 s 6d while Sulphate 
of Ammonia commencing at £14 14s per ton, fell, m June, to 
£12 5s and has since continued at about £1 7s to £12 10s per 
ton 


5 Lime Limestones , etc 




A 

B 

c 

Lime 

Oxide of Iron and Alumina 
Sibca 

Moisture, Cai borne Ai id, etc 

\s 

guar'inUed 
I reent 
92 14 

2 66 
55 

4 65 

As 

found 

1 t*r ct nl 

60 01 

2 JO 

2 19 
35 41 

I ir cenl 
50 17 

2 37 

5 94 
41 52 

Poi cent 
35 21 
4 95 
24 75 
31 00 


100 00 

100 00 

100 00 

100 00 


A The differences between the two analyses are m great 
measure accounted for b> the fact that the sample had taken up 
water and become hydrated The purchase was one of 50 tons, 
the pnee being 36s 6d per ton, delivered After receipt of my 
report the vendors made the purchaser an allowance of 10s 
per ton, or £25 m all This came from Lincolnshire 

B and C These were two limestones which came from Ox¬ 
fordshire It will be noted that B was much the better of the 
two for agricultural purposes 
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6. Sewage Manure . 



In natural 

In dried 


state. 

state. 

Moisturo .... 

. 82-55 

— 

Organic matter 

9-45 

54-15 

Phosphoric Acid 

•67 

3-25 

Lime .... 

1-76 

10-09 

Oxide of Iron and Alumina 

1*45 

8-34 

Carbonic Acid, etc. 

1-77 

1014 

Insoluble Siliceous matter 

2-45 

14-03 


100-00 

100-00 

Containing Nitrogen 

•71 

4-07 

Equal to Ammonia 

•80 

4-95 

Equal to Phosphate of Lime 

1-24 

7-10 


This material—which cost 4*. to 4s. 6 d. per ton, on the land— 
was distinctly better than most of its kind, and was quite worth 
getting for use on land of light, chalky character such as that 
question, and which was liable to “ burn ” and to be deficient 
organic matter. 

7. Soil. 

A sample of soil sent me gave the following results :— 


(Soil dried at 100° C.) 


Organic matter and loss on heating 

5-63 

Oxule of Iron 

•30 

Alumina 

•19 

Limo 

•10 

Magnesia 

•13 

Potash 

•16 

Soda 

•01 

Phosphoric Acid 

•02 

Sulphuric Acid, etc. 

•01 

Insoluble Siliceous Matter . 

93-45 


100-00 

Nitrogen. 

•112 


This was, to a depth of about 7 in , a light, peaty, and gritty 
soil with a sandy subsoil. 

The analysis shows it to be extremely poor. It was acid 
in character and almost destitute of lime, other necessary con¬ 
stituents of fertility being present also in but small amount. I 
was not surprised to hear that this soil was unsatisfactory for 
crop growing, and I question, indeed, whether it would “ pay " 
for the application of lime. 


The following is a list of the samples sent by Members during 
the twelve months, Dec. 1, 1924, to Nov. 30, 1925 :— 


B'B’ 
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Linseed Cake g 

Cotton Cake and Meal jj 

Compound Feedmg Cakes and Moals 33 

Soya Bean Meal j 

Groundnut Cake 3 

Cereals, Offals, etc 35 

Supei phosphate 5 

Compound Manures 17 

Raw and Steamed Bones 14 

Meat Meal 2 

Moat and Bone Meal 7 

Fish Meal 7 

Basic Slag 21 

Slag Phosphate 1 

North African Phosphate 10 

Sulphate of Ammonia 0 

Soot 1 

Potash Materials 8 

Shoddy 36 

Dried Blood 2 

Hoofs and Horns 3 

Lime, Ghulk, etc 14 

Milk, Butter, etc 22 

M ator 26 

Soil 17 

Miscellaneous 30 


1, Tudor Street 
London, L C 4 


341 

J Augustus Voflokeb 


ANNUAL REPORT FOR 1925 OF THE 
BOTANIST. 

The information a\ ailable now shows that the cereal crops of 
1925 were satisfactory on the whole But the unusual number 
of reports of failuies amongst autumn-sown crops leads to the 
suspicion that a larger acreage than usual had to be abandoned 
The adverse climatic conditions beginning at the time of autumn 
sowing and continuing until late in the spring handicapped wheat 
and winter oats consideiably especially on the hcavlei types of 
soil Possibly as the direct outcome ot a long spell of indifferent 
growing conditions, the incidence of fungoid diseases on these two 
crops was somewhat unusual The ordinaiy pests put m their 
usual appearance but the losses they gave me to were not 
abnormal Some of the less well known pests were however, 
more abundant than usual The most noteworthy of these was 
“ Take All ”—that being the well known Australian name for 
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the disease described as “ White-heads ” or “ Night-Blindness ” 
by growers here who have had the misfortune to find it attacking 
their wheat crops. The presence of the disease in this country 
has been recorded from time to time in this Journal , but in view of 
its comparative rarity, the symptoms have not been adequately 
described. The name “ White-heads ” sums them up fairly 
accurately. There is nothing to indicate that a crop has been 
attacked until the ripening period begins. The infected ears 
then take on a characteristic bleached appearance and the straw 
tends to break at soil level. At first sight the damage in a badly 
infected crop might well be ascribed to sheep getting into it and 
breaking down straws in all directions. These bleached ears set 
little or no grain. Jn a dry season they remain white until 
harvested, but in 1925 most of those exammed had become black¬ 
ened by the growth of moulds on the dead tissues. At the bases 
of diseased plants small black patches with the fruits of the fungus 
0phiobolu8 canceti were found. The life-history of the fungus 
has been worked out in great detail in America, and it has been 
shown that when infected stubolo is ploughed in the spores and 
mycelium can remain in a living condition for years in the soil. 
No curative measures have been discovered, and as no sorts of 
wheat escape its attacks, the disease cannot be dodged by growing 
resistant sorts. There is some evidence to show that well- 
grown crops suffer more than others, but as it is the good grower 
who usually notices diseases most and inquires about them, this 
may not prove to be the case when fuller knowledge is available. 

So far the most serious damage has been caused to crops in 
Essex, Lincolnshire, and Cambridgeshire. No estimate of the 
actual losses is possible owing to the inadequacy of the data on 
the subject. But that they can be serious is shown by the fact 
that on one field on a Lincolnshire farm the yield of grain was 
only four hundredweight per acre whilst that of uninfected fields 
on the same farm was some twenty hundredweights. From Essex 
came two reports of crops reduced to one half the normal. Such 
losses are not uncommon in Australia and America. There is, 
however, no reason for assummg that they are likely to become 
general in this country. Our systems of rotation safeguard the 
crop to a great extent and go far towards ensuring starving the 
fungus out of the soil, whereas where wheat is grown continuously 
every opportunity is given it to increase. Nevertheless it is 
unwise to be too optimistic about controlling the disease easily. 

A second somewhat uncommon disease appeared in the spring 
oat crop. This was due to attacks of Helminthosporium, which 
in several cases were so severe that at the end of May the failure 
of the crops seemed certain. Unexpectedly good recoveries were 
made, however, and no serious losses were recorded. The disease 
appears to have been more or less confined to the Abundance oat 
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and as it can be carried by the seed, there is a strong probability 
that this useful oat will again be attacked in 1926. 

An uncommon and unimportant disease of mangolds was sent 
in from Norfolk late in the season. The veins running through 
the leafstalks were discoloured and the centre of the root, after 
becoming mucilaginous, had dried out. The spongy remains 
had been utilized for shelter by earwigs which were found in 
dozens when the roots were sliced across for examination. 

Fewer potato diseases were reported on than usual, cases of leaf- 
curl and mosaic being the only representatives of the large group 
of pests attacking this crop. Judging from the specimens sent, 
the leaf-curl was m one instance a particularly severe attack for 
the lower part of the haulm had shed its foliage. An inquiry 
brought the expected reply that the “ seed ” was homegrown 
and that the crop from which it had been saved was a light one, 
in turn derived from homegrown seed. It is a particularly poor 
form of economy to save seed from a crop showing even slight 
signs of curl or of any virus disease. Unless it is certain that a 
crop is thoroughly healthy no seed should ever be saved from 
it, for as infected plants produce small tubers, picking such for 
seed may well mean directly selecting an infected seed supply. 

The unusually virulent outbreak of appie and pear scab which 
occurred in 1924 was not followed bv an exceptionally severe 
attack in 1925, as seemed probable, and although there was a 
plentiful stock of dead leaves and infected twigs bearing the 
fungus the losses from scab do not appear to have been greater 
than usual The same seems to have been true of the disease 
known as chocolate-spot in beans. The epidemic of the previous 
year was not repeated and though many opportunities for obser¬ 
vation were available, not a single badly-infcctod crop was seen. 
Many crops in fact were completely free from the disease. 

A considerable percentage of the plants sent in for identifica¬ 
tion again consisted of grasses. One batch of specimens was 
unusual, for it represented more or less completely the flora of a 
mountain sheep walk in Radnorshire. The different species 
comprising it were of unquestionable value under these special 
conditions, but it was interesting to note that none of them were 
grasses ordinarily used in the formation of permanent grass land. 
Various forms of Agrostis alba , or Fiorin, were sent in from time to 
time. The wide range of conditions under which they were 
found is of interest, as it indicates that this liltie-used species 
might be relied upon to help form a permanent turf where many 
other “ agricultural ” grasses would fail. It comprised a peaty 
soil lightly shaded by pines, a very light sandy soil, hillsides in 
the Lake country, light arable land in Bedfordshire where the 
gras3 had become a nuisance, boulder clay and a silt soil near the 
mouth of the Humber. Its prevalence in the last mentioned 
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district was known from a report received in 1924 which showed 
that the greater part of the flora of silt land newly sown with 
grass seeds consisted of this species. Little is known with regard 
to its feeding value, and tho grass is usually classed as a weed, 
perhaps too arbitrary. 

Apart from grasses, the usual supply of weeds was received 
for identification. None of the specimens sent in were of any 
particular interest. One unusual plant was tho thorn apple, 
isolated specimens of which occur mysteriously from time to time. 
Its large spiny fruits and distinctive habit of growth make it a 
striking plant. A second was the rest-harrow, a very common 
pasture weed in some parts of the country, which nevertheless is 
rarely included in the year’s lists. When well established it ruins 
grazing almost as effectively as hawthorn. Its early eradication 
by stocking out or repeatedly c string over is always advisable. 
In view of the fact that chickwecd is not known to be a poisonous 
plant it is worth recording that it was again suggested on two 
occasions to be the cause of the Joss of sheep folded on turnips. 

Many reports indicate that the comparatively simple pre¬ 
scriptions given in the leaflet dealing with the laying down of 
land to grass, which was issued two seasons ago by the Society, 
have produced good results. But questions regarding the 
management of newly-sown grassland show that some partial 
failures have occurred, where they were most to be expected, 
on the heavier soils. Information on tho treatment of fields in 
which the plant was over thin and an excess of weeds present, was 
required on six occasions. It is difficult to say what is the best 
course to follow under such circumstances. Tho ideal is to start 
again, but the cost of ploughing out, working up a tilth, and re¬ 
seeding is prohibitive. The only alternatives appear to be to 
try to strengthen tho existing turf by scratching up the surface 
with harrows in tho early autumn and broadcasting a few pounds 
of seed, or to apply a dressing of basic slag in the hopes that what 
grass there is will spread by moans of runners through the resulting 
mats of white clover. The latter is undoubtedly the better plan 
where ample dressings of slag were not used at the time of sowing. 

The most troublesome weed has proved to bo tho creeping 
thistle. The conditions provided for the germination of the 
grass seed suited it well and where this weed was present in the 
soil it has made the most of its opportunity. The plants should 
have been pulled during the first season of their growth. This, 
though often a formidable-looking piece of work, can be done 
rapidly and effectively. Where this precaution was not taken 
the plants have become well established and by now they possess 
a well-developed system of underground stems. Repeated cut¬ 
ting of the tops will be necessary to check their further develop¬ 
ment and ultimately exhaust the underground runners. 
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Seed testing during 1925 provided no features of special 
interest. The number of samples examined was again small, and 
approximately the same as that of the previous year, the 
numbers being 76 in 1925 and 82 in 1924. The majority of these 
were homegrown and so provided an indication that the 
guarantees under which farm seeds are now sold are considered 
a sufficient safeguard. The samples stated to be purchased, 
eight in number, gave on analysis figures for germinating capacity 
and purity agreeing with those guaranteed by the vendors. The 
greater part of the homegrown samples were cereals, the germina¬ 
tion of which was good with the exception of two samples of 
black winter oats. One homegrown sample of Harrison’s Glory 
pea was unsatisfactory. Judged by appearance, it was suitable 
for sowing, but on testing only 70 per cent, of the seeds germinated 
and the growth was so tardy and many of the seedling roots were 
so obviously feeble that it seemed certain that under the less 
favourable conditions of the open field a tar smaller percentage 
would produce plants. The suggestion was, therefore, made that 
the bulk should not be used for seed. 

Questions regarding the choice of varieties of farm crops for 
special purposes have been almost confined to the suitability 
for winter sowing of certain oats and barleys. The oat inquiries 
were prompted by failures during the winter of 1924-5, whilst 
those on barley were due to the fact that Jie autumn sowings 
produced a profitable and, in some cases, exceptionally profitable, 
crop. Owing to the early establishment of the barley it felt the 
bad effects of the dry summer less than the spring-sown crop, and 
its early ripening provided an opportunity for harvesting it 
safely before the weather broke. In consequence, the autumn- 
sown seems to have been generally distinctly better than the 
crop sown at the normal time and in a year when much of the 
crop was under-average in quality and difficult to market it sold 
well. Those now tempted to autumn sow on the large scale 
should remember though that little is known about the winter 
hardiness of the two-row barley or indeed of the six-row barley 
generally recommended for the purposo. Of the two-row forms, 
that is the only forms which realize good malting prices, Archer’s 
is probably the hardiest and the most likely to survive a long 
spell of adverse conditions. But the fact that this form has been 
cultivated in this country for a very long time, and that it has 
only recently found favour for autumn sowing, leads to the 
suspicion that it may not prove as hardy as it is often considered 
to be, and that a hard winter might wipe out the crop. 

R. H. Biffen. 


School of Agriculture, 
Cambridge. 
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ANNUAL REPORT FOR 1925 OF THE 
ZOOLOGIST. 

Introduction. 

With the exception of slugs and snails, which were everywhere 
unusually destructive, no pests were notified as being especially 
prevalent during the past season, and it was remarkable how 
few complaints were received of the insects injurious to cereals. 
There were, however, a number of rases of special interest if of 
no outstanding importance. The notes which follow deal with 
these cases and indicate the general scope of the w r ork of the 
Department during 1925. 

Farm and Garden Crops. 

Slugs and Snails.—The outstanding pests of the year in 
this section have been slugs and snails. Every kind of plant 
has suffered from their attacks, and though this is annually the 
case to some extent, their abundance during the past year was 
quite unusual, and in some localities they were trapped and 
destroyed in large numbers with scarcely any effect on the 
plague. 

Against slugs on plants of the cabbage tribe and oil dwarf 
beans Mr. W. H. Lawrence has been using with good success 
an alum wash- 1 lb. alum and J-lb. burnt lime to five gallons of 
water—applied with an ordinary watering-can. He gives two 
applications in the evening with an hour's interval—say, at 
7 p.in. and 8pm 

Cabbage Caterpillars.—-The Cabbage Butterfly (“Large 
White/’ Paris bransicae) is a local post, and its attacks may be 
severe in some districts, while it is practically absent in others. 
In the neighbourhood of Cambridge it was especially abundant 
in 1924. In the autumn of that year large numbers of the 
chrysalids were collected, and most of them proved to be “ ichneu¬ 
mon stung,” and were presently surrounded by clusters of the 
pale-yellow ichneumon cocoons popularly supposed to bo “ cater¬ 
pillar’s eggs.” These parasites had so effectively destroyed the 
brood that cabbage butterflies wero absolutely rare in this 
district in 1925, and though, as 1 have said, this does not hold 
for the whole country, a similar phenomenon seems to have been 
observed in several other districts. 

The “ Small White ” butterfly (P. napi) was as abundant as 
usual, and its habit of laying its eggs singly on the leaves while 
its caterpillar soon goes for the heart of the plant, make it 
difficult to control. It is much earlier than the Large White, and 
was doing harm at the beginning of July. Later in that month 
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a particularly destructive attack by yet another caterpillar was 
observed in certain plots of brassica plants, and these proved to 
be the larvae of the Garden Pearl ” moth, Piotua forficalis. 
This moth, belonging to the little-studied group of Pyralidse, 
has often been recorded from cabbage plants, but it appears to 
be greatly on the increase in some districts, and cases were 
observed where the destruction wrought by it exceeded that of 
all the other cabbage cateipillars, the leaves of the plant being 
quite skeletonized. The caterpillars of this moth go into the 
earth to pupate, and their cocoons are covered with particles of 
soil. The moths come out in August and September, and are 
attracted by light. Mr. Theobald records having captured as 
many as twenty on a single night early in September by means 
of a light trap. 

A New Capsid Bug.—Almost simultaneously dwarf beans 
near Cambridge and potatoes near Heading were observed to be 
attacked by an insect not long known to be present in England, 
and certainly not hitherto recorded as injurious in this country. 
This was a small Capsid bug, scientifically known as Haltiens 
saltator It is perhaps hardly likely to prove a serious pest, but 
its sudden appearance deserves to be noted. At a glance it 
would certainly be taken for one of the “ flea-beetles,” for it is 
a small black insect with great powers of leaping, as its scientific 
name implies. Further examination, however, shows it to be 
one of the bugs (Hemiptera) with the typical sucking mouth- 
parts, and the leaves arc* not devoured but are caused to shrivel 
from loss of sap, just as in the case of aphis or frog-hopper attack. 
In the Cambridge instance dwarf beans were noticed to be 
failing in July, and the injury w r as found to be chiefly due to 
these bugs, though some other species of Capsids were present. 
Rather later they appeared in some numbers on runner beans, 
which also suffered to some extent, but it was remarkable that 
a thorough search of the garden revealed a plentiful supply of 
the bugs on phlox plants, which, however, showed no signs of 
injury. 

A careful investigation of neighbouring gardens and allot¬ 
ments failed to yield a single specimen of the bug, and it3 suddon 
appearance at an isolated spot remains unexplained. 

The Pea Leaf-miner.—In July 1 received some specimens 
of pea plants with the leaves almost entirely destroyed, and 
the closest examination revealed nothing as to the cause of the 
trouble. It was only on receiving a third consignment of 
specimens that the pest at work was found to be the leaf-mining 
maggot of a fly— PhyUmyza pin. At an earlier stage of the 
attack the nature of the injury would have been manifest, for 
the mining maggots feed on the interior of the leaf, leaving the 
upper and lower skins intact, causing “ blisters,” but here the 
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lower epidermis had entirely perished, so that the wounds had 
the appearance of having been excavated by some external 
feeder working on the under-side of the leaf. 

Small and insignificant attacks of the pea leaf-miner are not 
uncommon, but it is clear that this pest is capable of working 
much havoc if unchecked. 

Cockchafers.—A particularly bad attack by cockchafer 
grubs was notified from the neighbourhood oi the New Forest, 
the roots of all manner of plants being destroyed. Of our three 
common English chafers, this is the most local in distribution 
and the most dependent on the neighbourhood of woodland, 
and it is indeed more of a forest than an agricultural pest, the 
grubs eating the roots of seedlings in the nurseries, while the 
beetles defoliate the trees—preferably the oak and elm. The 
smaller summer chafer, which is often mistaken for it, is much 
more widely spread and of diffeicnt habits, its grubs preferring 
grass roots, while the beetles are far less destructive to foliage. 
The still smaller garden chafer is most noticed as a leaf-eater 
of all kinds of garden trees, and it is not very often that the 
harm its grubs certainly inflict on plant roots is brought home 
to it. It is natural, therefore, that bad attacks on farm crops 
by cockchafer grubs should almost always be in the close neigh¬ 
bourhood of woodland. 

None of the numerous measures which have been tried against 
this pest in the larval condition have had much success—except 
the obvious plan of turning the grubs up for the birds by frequent 
cultivation. The best results have always been obtainod by 
fighting the insect in the beetle stage. In this country its life- 
history extends over four years, and in districts where it abounds 
it is generally noticed to be particularly abundant every fourth 
yoar. These “ flight years ” are utilised on the Continent to 
make special raids on the beetles as they cling to the leaves of 
the trees on the outskirts of woods in May or June. On hot, 
bright days they are very sluggish, and, when beaten down by 
polos, are easily collected before they fly away. Incredible 
numbers of cockchafers are thus destroyed—emptied by the 
sackful into cauldrons of boiling water—in the forest regions of 
Germany. Many years ago Taschenberg recorded some startling 
statistics. For example, in one season in the neighbourhood of 
Leipzig the bag amounted to nearly eight thousand bushels of 
the beetles, estimated to comprise more than 378 million 
individuals. 

Mangold-fly.—This pest, always present more or less, was 
the subject of frequent complaints during the past season. The 
fly, Pegomyia betce , lays its eggs in May and June on the underside 
of the leaves of mangold and beet, and the grubs which hatch 
out are leaf-miners—feeding on the interior of the leaves, which 
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are blistered and ultimately destroyed. It will attack sugar 
boot, but seems very much to prefer the mangold plant, and 
this suggests that a ring of mangolds might be of use as trap- 
plants round a crop of sugar beet in districts where beet is found 
to suffer greatly from the fly. 

At an early stage of the attack a paraffin emulsion spray has 
been found useful in preventing the flies from laying their eggs, 
and a top dressing of nitrate of soda, if there is likelihood of rain, 
will help to force on the crop to a less vulnerable stage. With 
older plants there is little to be done except to remove and 
destroy as far as is practicable the blistered and rotting leaves, 
and so prevent the maggots and “ fly cases ” they contain from 
giving rise to flies to do further harm. 

Other Pests.—Other insects concerning which advice was 
asked in this section were turnip-fly, black aphis on beans, 
celery-fly—of which there were severe attacks somewhat late in 
fhe season—and white-fly (Aleurodcs), both in the open and 
under glass. Of these there is nothing of special interest to 
report. 


Fkuit Pests. 

Cherry Fruit-fly. - This insect, at present happily not 
found in our orchards, aroused more interest among fruit growers 
than any of our indigenous pests during the past season, for two 
reasons. It was found that early cherries imported from the 
continent were so infested with maggots as to disgust buyers of 
that fruit and interfere with the sale of perfectly sound home¬ 
grown cherries when they came on the market. In the second 
place there was a very natural fear lest so disastrous a pest should, 
by constant importation, obtain a footing in our own fruit 
gardens. 

Flies of the genus Rhagolelis have for a long time been trouble¬ 
some in the United States on various kinds of fruit, and for 
several years past R. cerasi has become established in numerous 
localities on the Continent, and a large proportion of the cherries 
annually imported into this country prove to be attacked. This 
was notably the case during the past season, and gave rise to much 
anxiety. 

As regards the falling off in the demand for British cherries, 
buyers may be assured that home-grown fruit is at present sure 
to be free from the maggots, and may be purchased with confi¬ 
dence. It is impossible, however, in most cases, to know where 
the cherries have been grown, and it is quite likely that imported 
cherries are sometimes sold as the product of our own orchards. 

The question of the possibility of the pest establishing itself 
here is even more important. The case stands thus : Infested 
cherries show little external sign of inj ury, but on being opened, 
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are found to contain a maggot. On these being detected, the 
rest of the sample will most likely be thrown on the nearest 
rubbish heap, or by the wayside. The grubs will leave the dis¬ 
carded cherries and will presently become flies, ready to attack 
any cherry trees in the neighbourhood in the following season. 
Some comfort is derived from the fact that though for several 
years past infested cherries have been constantly imported, the 
fly has not hitherto been able to establish itself. This may be 
because of unsuitability of climatic conditions, and one hopes 
that it is so, but the insect is already established on the continent 
in places where the climate differs very little from our own, and 
it is very unsafe to conclude that it cannot flourish here. Most 
of the imported cherries are consumed in the towns, where, if 
the flies survive, there are no cherry trees for them to operate 
on, but it is always possible that maggoty cherries thrown by the 
wayside- say from a motor-car- should give rise in due course 
to flies which would find themselves in more favourable cir- 
cumstances. In any case there would seem to be considerable 
grounds for urgiug some restriction on the importation of infested 
fruit. 

Plum Saw-fly.- This pest, of which I have received no 
complaints for some years, was very troublesome in certain 
districts during the past season. The saw-fly, Uoplocampa 
fulvicomis, lays its egg in the calyx of the blossom, and the 
“ caterpillar ” bores into the developing fruit, destroying the 
kernel, and causing the infested fruit to fall at a very immature 
stage half an inch to an inch in length. A single grub will 
attack more than one plum, so that, even on the tree, some of 
the injured plums will show a small exit hole, but have no cater¬ 
pillar inside. In any case, the caterpillar leaves the fallen fruit 
to (‘liter the soil to turn to a chrysalis. 

It seems important to collect at once and destroy the pre¬ 
maturely fallen plums—and by jarring the branches, some* of 
the injured fruit still on the tree may be shaken down. The 
winter is passed by the caterpillar in the earth, where it surrounds 
itself with a cocoon, and waits until the following spring to pupate. 
It may be possible, therefore, in some cases, to prevent the 
appearance of next year’s saw-flies by suitable treatment of the 
ground beneath the trees. 

Big-bud in Black Currants.—Two years ago I called the 
attention of Members to Sir George Watt’s suggestion that the 
Black Currant Gall-mite might be combated by firing the bushes 
during the winter. So far I have been unable to persuade any 
fruit-grower to test the method on a fairly large scale, but two 
small experiments are now being carried out in different parts of 
the country, and it is hoped that something may be learnt from 
them. One should be especially instructive since, simultaneously 
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with the burning of one plot, another plot was re-stocked in the 
usual manner, and as time goes on it will be possible to compare 
the yield year by year in the two cases. Of course neither plot 
produced anything in the past season, and all that can be reported 
is that the plants which had been fired have made extraordinary 
growth. The results next season will be looked forward to with 
interest. Meanwhile Mr. Goude’s plan of obtaining mito-free 
from infested plants by taking 41 green ” cuttings is being widely 
practised. It will be remembered that the method is to take 
the new shoots in May, before the mite has entered the new buds, 
and to wash them in order to kill wandering mites before striking 
them in a frame. They grow vigorously, and by September 
are strong enough to be transplanted. 

Other Fruit Pests.—There were inquiries with regard to 
several other insect pests of fruit about which there is nothing of 
special interest to report. They include woolly aphis ; the small 
ermine moth ; Capsid bugs on apples ; raspberry beetle (especi¬ 
ally destructive on cultivated blackberries); and various kinds 
of “red spider/* 


Forest Pests. 

Larch Insects.—The larch “case-worm ”—Coleophora lari- 
cella —was among the forest pests inquired about, and of course 
the larch-bug, Chernies laricis , was abundant i many districts. 
Spraying as a remedy for larcli-bug is hardly a practical pro¬ 
position in forestry, and is seldom resorted to, cultural measures, 
such as judicious thinning and the admission of light and air, 
being generally relied on to counteract the pest. There is no 
reason, however, why spraying should not be practised hi the 
treatment of trees on a smaller scale, and the use of a paraffin 
emulsion was recommended, and was entirely successful, in a ease 
reported from Herefordshire in May last. At the end of July 
Mr. Harley wrote: “ Since spraying the young larch trees the 
Chermes has practically entirely disappeared. The bark of the 
trees is now clean and no longer scaly as it was in the spring, 
and all the trees have grown well. This time last year we could 
hardly see the trees for the bug.** 

Poplar Bud-moth.—My attention was called in June to 
poplar trees which were evidently being seriously attacked by 
some insect. Examination proved ^he cause of the trouble to 
bo a minute moth, Gypsonoma aceriana, of which I had never 
previously received complaints. The work of this moth is 
characteristic and easy to recognise from the curious little hollow 
brown cylinders, much like aborted catkins, in the axils of the 
leaves where the caterpillar has been feeding. The moth lays 
its eggs in the summer under the leaves, on which the caterpillars 
feed for a time, but in the autumn they bore into the shoot at the 
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base of the leaf, and the tunnel they make is produced externally 
into the hollow cylinder above mentioned, which is made of silk 
covered by the caterpillar’s excrement, and is about half an inch 
long. Such shoots as recover from the injury shew a gall-like 
swelling and a conspicuous scar where the wound has healed over, 
but many are killed outright. 

Very few caterpillars were still to bo found in the shoots when 
my attention was called to the matter ; nearly all had left to turn 
to chrysalids and moths. Severe pruning early in June, so as to 
prevent the emerging of the new brood of moths, might be 
beneficial. 

Populus alba was the species concerned, but all varieties of 
poplar aro subject to this pest. 

Miscellaneous Pests. 

Wood Borers.—Furniture beetles are often the subject of 
inquiry in this department, the “ death watch ” beetle, Anobium 
domcsticum , being usually the pest in question. The most 
interesting case reported in 1925 concerned the large wood borer, 
Xestobium tessellaium , notorious for its ravages in public build¬ 
ings such as Westminster Hall. It is a great plague in churches 
—indeed the late Dr. David Sharp used to call it the sacrilegious 
beetle. 

In March last a correspondent wrote to say that a certain 
church in the Midlands had formerly harboured a large number 
of bats, but that these had been cleared out a few years ago. Soon 
after theirremo val evidences of beetle attack began to be observed, 
the floor in certain parts of the church being littered with “ saw¬ 
dust ” and dead beetles, and the pest was clearly on the increase. 

No one, as far as 1 can ascertain, has previously suggested 
any relation between bats and beetle attack, but on considera¬ 
tion of the matter it seems entirely probable that these animals 
would be useful in checking the rapid spread of the infestation. 
The grubs boring in the timber would, of course, be beyond their 
reach, but the beetles crawling or flying to new places of attack 
would no doubt be devoured. I communicated the circumstances 
to the late Prof. Maxwell Lefroy, who had made a special study of 
these insects. He wrote : “I have never had any case of the 
kind ; there is no ovidence of any connection between bats and 
beetles; it is certainly extremely interesting. Personally I 
should recommend the people to reinstall the bats ! ” 

I am told that a few bats have now reappeared in the church 
and are to remain undisturbed. 

Wasps .---A correspondent sent in April last a number of 
wasps for identification and especially for verification of the 
fact that they were all queens. Rewards had been offered for 
the capture of wasps during the winter, and some 2,000 specimens 
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had been collected. Those sent were queens of the species 
Vespa vulgaris —one of two species nearly equally common in this 
country. The sender kindly promised to inform me of the results, 
if any, of this extraordinary slaughter of queen wasps—if all 
were queens—in a particular district in reducing the summer 
wasp plague, but the report is not yet to hand. As is well 
known, the only members of the wasp community to sur¬ 
vive the winter arc the queens, and as the summer approaches 
each makes the nucleus of a nest and has to rear without 
assistance the first batch of grubs, feeding them on insects 
in all but the earliest stage of their life. In about a month 
these have developed into worker wasps, and henceforward all 
the building and feeding operations are undertaken by them and 
their successors, the queen having nothing further to do but to 
lay eggs in the cells which they provide. It follows that each 
hibernating wasp is the potential foundress of a nest, and, where 
these insects are too numerous, the destruction of any examples 
found during the winter is very desirable. The extermination 
of wasps is, however, by no means to be desired, for in the course 
of rearing their young they kill incredible numbers of insects, 
many of them, such as the crane-fly, among our agricultural 
pests. 

Animal Parasites.—Inquiries often reach this department 
which arc more appropriate to the Department of Veterinary 
Science, and among such in 1925 were questions about pig-lieo, 
and demodicic mange in dogs. An application of an unusual 
nature had reference to a plague of mosquitoes, to combat which 
it was proposed to undertake largo and costly operations in con¬ 
nection with a lake on the estate. This was not recommended, 
as it appeared to be unnecessary and of very doubtful utility. 
The mosquitoes which infest houses are generally bred close at 
hand-—in tanks, water butts, cess-pools, etc., and not in a lake 
some distance away. The clearance of brush from the borders 
of the lake was advised, but it was recommended that special 
attention should be directed to breeding places in the immediate 
neighbourhood of the buildings. The use of mosquito traps in 
the garden w r as also advocated. The insects resort in the day¬ 
time to cool and dark retreats, and traps based on this habit are 
exceedingly effective. 

Cecil Warbubton. 
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STATEMENT made to the Council by the Chairman 
of the Finance Committee, on presenting the Accounts 
for the year 1925. 

Mr. Adeane said that last year they brought forward a balance 
of £3,874 and received an income of £10,840, making the total 
receipts £23,714. The payments, including the investment of 
£5,155 and of £3,500 which was not required to meet any loss on 
the show, amounted to £20,070, leaving a balance of £3,644. The 
balance was greater than expected, as the £2,000 voted for the 
Research Committee was not drawn. Subscriptions, which 
amounted to £12,085, constituted a record. The only point to 
remark in the balance-sheet vns that the capital of the society 
showed an increase of £5,458 during the year, in spite of a depre¬ 
ciation in investments amounting to £3,627 (mainly owing to the 
fall in Conversion Loan of 21 points), as compared with their 
market value on December 31, 1924. The reserve fund now 
stood at £121,406. 

Estimates. —Unfortunately the number of new members 
was not coming up to the average, and they had thought it wise 
to estimate accordingly, reducing the figure from £12,085—the 
actual amount received last year—to £11,600 for 1926. On the 
other hand, interest on investments would show an increase of 
£832 over the previous year. Thej 7 ^ estimated that the receipts 
for 1926 would amount to £18,785. With regard to expenditure, 
under the head of Salaries of Staff there was an increase of £739 
—an increase necessitated by the office reorganisation. The 
other items of expenditure remained about the same, with the 
exception of Scientific Research, for which they wero estimating 
a charge of £2,000. The total expenditure was estimated at 
£16,683, giving an estimated credit balance of £2,102. 

In conclusion, Mr. Adeane said he would like to refer for a 
moment to the slackening off in the admission of new members. 
He was glad to bo able to say that Lord Desborough, their Pre¬ 
sident, had consented to send out a letter to likely subscribers in 
the counties round Reading, and he was sure it would have a 
beneficial result. 

The detailed estimate of receipts and expenditure for the 
current year was as follows — 
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FOBBOAbT OP ORDINARY RECJIITS AND ] XILVDITURB FOR 1920 
(Other thin in respect of the Show) 

Prepared by direction of the Iininec Committee on tlu bisis of the recommendation of 


September 21, 1905, nude by the Sptuil Committee 
Actu il JLstim ito 
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7 jcephonal Lrprndttuu 

£ £ 

Sc ic nt iflc lteae lrch 2 000 

110 Re pans to Sodetys rurmtiir ICO 

51 I ibinn I Indmg and Pin Lme of Books 1 0 

526 legal (lurges ind \iu itois las (siy) C >0 

Alterations to Office 50 

101 Trials of Sugir But I lftus . — 

58 Certificates and Medils ioi long Seniee and bkillid Taboui 58 

H6i() U 683 

Surplus 

£ £ 

4 763 Estimate el Re re ipts 13 785 

— Estimated Expenditure 10(83 

Estnnited Receipts over lxjicndituie £-,102 



X 


t rre«i i 1 
u ft flg ires 
fer i»2l 
£ 


2,028 

i,6oi 


3 M 


10,165 

263 

TII 

10 539 


20 

4,983 

6 

2,250 

4 x 6 

40 

28 

23 

13 

600 

225 

16 

11 

3 

8636 


155 

269 

6 

430 


xo 8 

172 

*x 

38 

139 


19 

7 

1,083 
3* 
1,112 
_49 

2,309 

86 


2,223 


£ 27,796 


STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDI- 

JULY 7 TO 


‘Receipts. 

£ s. d 

Subscription from the City of Chester. 

Pmta given by Agihnltural and Bleed Societies and others . 2,626 1 0 

Prizes given by ( heater Local Committee (excluding £300 gmn 

for Dog Section).1,064 0 0 


£ s d. 

2,000 0 0 


4,310 1 0 


(onfnbutions to Show fund 


13 11 0 


Fees for Entry of Implements — 
implement Exhibitors’ pivimnts for Shedding . . . 9,826 2 0 

Non-Membtra Tees for entry of Implements . . . 17b 0 0 

lees for entry of “New Implements’* ... 90 0 0 

-10,092 2 0 


Fefs for Entry op Live Stock 
3Membtrs I nines (1 51 
2,01s Members I nines (« 3 1 
2Mtnibtrs lntnes (t 21 
1,582 Mt min is J ulius <n K)«t 
>1 M embus I ntrits (1 1/ 
55Mtmbtrs Entrust* 15« . 

0j Members I ntius ft 10% . 

87 Mt tubers’ 1 nines 5? . 

3 ntrance it is 

10 » Ison Members Lntrics («) 6 1 
59 \on-M 1 nit ire Lntnes (1 U 
5 Non- dunbois’ Lutrus < a) 21 
1 Non Minibus Entry rd> 20s 
27 JNon-Mi nibere’ Lntnes ($ li 
4 Non-Members’ Lntnes <$ 10* . 


15 0 0 
0,114 0 0 
4 0* 0 
2 71 0 0 
J4 0 0 
41 5 0 
32 10 0 
21 15 0 
95 4 0 
030 0 0 
3 77 0 0 
10 0 0 
1 10 0 
27 0 0 
2 0 0 

- 9,938 4 0 


Fees for Entry of Poultry .— 
Mem tiers —472 Lnincs <® 5s . 
Non-Mcinberfe —494 Lntnes (?) 10s . 
Lntranee fee. 


118 0 0 
247 0 0 
10 0 

- 360 0 0 


Other Entry Fees — 

Produce . 

Horse-Jumping Competitions 

Plintutlons Competition 

Orchards and Tiuit Plantations Competition 


228 0 0 
121 0 0 
49 12 6 
16 0 0 

- 414 18 6 


Catalogue — 

L\tr 1 lines for p irticulars of Implement exhibits 
■\\oodt uls of * Nc%v Implements ” 

Advertising in Cataloguo .... 
b lies of Implement Section of Catalogue 
biles of Combined Catalogue 
Sales of Jumping Programme . 

Las Selling Expenses In Showyard . 


IS 7 0 
4 10 0 
1,07 j 8 2 
33 7 11 
1,496 17 4 
04 2 6 


2,692 13 0 
65 19 4 

- 2,626 13 8 


Carried forward 


£ 29,761 5 2 




XI 


TURE OF THE SHOW AT CHESTER, 

JULY 11, 1926. 


Oorrecpcnd 

— 

— 



lug ftgu-ot 
for JU-1 

Eipcn&iture. 




£ 

Cost of Erection of Showyard — 

£ 

* 

d 

2,972 

Transferring Soeietv s permanent Lulldlngs from Tel ester 1 

3 124 

r, 

7 


to (luster (me ludmg taking down and re tiee ling) j 


4 

M T 5 

I Hieing round Showvaid 

1 740 

t 

8 

777 

Implement Sluddmg 

2 (”1 

4 

2 

8 no 

Ste k Shedding 

8 2H7 

15 

0 

400 

Poultrv einel Proeliiee Sluds 

61 

16 

4 

11 

' rpenm ntil Wool Vhd 


— 

— 

56 " 

I) ilry 

050 

1 

4 

nj 

1 0 lder Shed md Othee 

It 

16 

s 

041 

I du etion and 1 orestry 

20 S 

6 11 

1 0 5 

Grind Stands and 1 irge Ring 

1,1 U 

3 

<1 

9(8 

V irlous Offiees an i St mds 

1,059 

1 

6 

S 2 

I'tinting Signs ind living Ditto, lenclng inel Judging Rinjs 

127 

0 

3 

ol 

Insurant 0 

S 2 

18 10 

C5 

Ironniongerv 

40 

19 

7 

4 TI-, 

Hue ot Canvas 

3 890 

10 

8 

0 ) 

General I ibour and Horso Hire (ini hiding bode tv s Clerk) 
of WorkB) . j 

2 , >58 

11 

8 

47 

Bee Stud 

47 

lb 

8 

4t 

1 \tia T ntranee to Show 

42 

5 

0 

— 

Clean Milk Demonstration 

31 

14 

0 

106 

Horse Shoeing Stud 

91 

7 

6 

67 


26,904 

4 

1 

40 

Less 80 riagpoles 6) 10s . 

40 

0 

0 


Surveyor — 

balarv 1500 TraveHing rxpcnsrs to T on Ion etc £20 0* 6 / 
(lcil £10 10s , Petty Lxpens s ilO 10 


Printing — 


Punting of Trl/e Sheets 1 ntry lorm t ’ 4elniisxien Orlers ) 

Ilmil itD fn I ,-vlul itm-a I n 1 ll L In nwl ' 


3 

(Ireuhis to Lvhilitors Pim ( 111 Ji k ts uici 
cell meous 

j 714 6 

11 


1 rogr nnn es tor M mbers 

2 10 

9 

1 

1 luii f f Shovvvirel 

1 0 

0 

T M 

] rintn * of ( it elc ues 

1 242 4 

3 

J „ 

Ihn 11 1 e it il „ues 

14- 12 

5 

38 

C line ft t at Rogues 

52 18 

0 

71 

1 until \w irels 

(3 10 

1 

4 

J*ro„r mimes ot Jumping Competitions 

2- 17 

b 

"59 

^dveptisinc — 



iC 

V lve ltising Closing of 1 ntries in ]Scw pif eis 

°09 11 

5 

1i5 

Advert 1 mg Show in Newspapem 

011 0 

9 

5’4 

I illpostlng 

0«0 18 

0 

133 

| Printing of Posters md Labels 

20 J 7 

0 

21 

l’l ess 1 implilet 

12 10 

0 

1 20 

Postage Carriage, &c — 



157 

(rt lie ral Post igo 

189 13 

0 

C9 

1 ost ige of it idgts to Members 

70 12 


12 

C image of Luggage 

14 19 

4 


338 


Amount of Prizts Awarded, 

„ g 1 (including 4 11 Of Is given by various Societies and (luster 
1 | 1 oeal Committee) 


18,804 11 0 


Cost of For ace For Live Stock — 

1802 Hay, 580/ 8 » , Stiaw,1 307/ 15s 9 d , Greenrood,4G8/ 5? 7 d 2,416 9 


JudcFo' and Assistant Judcfs’ Fees and Expenses — 
( Judges and Assistant Judges of Miscellaneous Implements,\ 

I 9/ 10 Horses, 74/ 17* 2d Cuttle, 220/ 19< 9 d Sheep, 

643 ,. 207/ 1 * 1 (W , Pigs 115/ 12* 8d 1 oultry, 651 5* 2d 

Produce, 45/ 19* 7 d , Goats, 15/ 17s 4d , I umluons, 

84/ 10s 

65 Badge? for Judges and other officials 

xzo Rosettes ..... 


810 1 6 


% 83 8 6 

107 19 2 


Carried forward . 


£ 49,842 9 8 


£46 332 



xii 


Statement of Receipts and Expenditure 


Oorreapond 
Ins figure* 
for lbil 

£ 

27,796 


780 

632 

204 

75 

130 

210 

21 

23 

10 

2 085 


1 128 
3 9^5 
A 5 4 
- 107 
1 557 
221 
710 

14 382 


•Receipts (contd.). 


Brought forward 

Miscellaneous Receipts — 
Admission to lloitieultur il Show 
(t it ige 

Jtint for It ilium Offices 

Pr< mnnn for ( lo il Rooms 

Bent for Ministry of A,ziifiilturi Panllon 

Adi ertlsc ments in Stock Prize Shott 

Silt of Maniue 

Bind An lot r 

Mibct llaneous 

Bath Chairs 


Admissions to Showyard — 
Tiusdm Tillv 7 (t 10 * 

Wcdnisdn July 8, fri) r » and 3s 
Ihnrsdn Inlv 0 (1 J* 

I ndui 7ul> 10 O s 
Saturd is Tub 11, <$ 2« 

Simon Inketa 
Dly Jick< ts 


£ 6 d £ t d 

29,761 6 2 


1,100 6 8 
l r »80 8 6 
222 0 0 
7 r » 0 0 
2H 6 0 
312 12 4 
2 r > 0 0 


21 11 5 

20 10 (, 

-3,714 3 5 


1 (01 19 0 
4 102 11 - 

6 2"0 14 4 

0 r )0 11 
1 441 1 » 

r > w 7 10 O 
1 540 7 4 


-19,453 17 


Entrances to Horsf Ring — 
408 ednesd 11 T ulv 8 

441 Jlurs]i\ TulvO 

*02 J rid is Juh 10 . 

10a Siturdaj lul\ 11 

611 Jickits sold for B< hi rvLd 1 n losnn 

1 7(4 


476 7 0 
484 7 6 

292 2 0 
211 4 0 
7S1 J 0 

- 2,248 8 6 


177 

fill 


Salf-s — 

Sales of l*rodurc it il ilr^ 

Aik tion Sihsin Sliosi ird (rees Jess Commission) 


Doq Shon Int v i is 1 304 1 4? Admissions to Show, 
7112 9s il S dm of Cit lloguis 8 j l 9s 9d , Adiertisi-j 
mints In Schedule 10/ 12t , Guarintees to lims f 

T *972 ■( | 9"/ 4 s 9rf Stind Kent, 21 Us , Deposits forfated, 5Z , 1 

Contnl title nto Pimstinrn Cliestei Local Committee, KI0Z I 
Spui il( outnl ution 80 1 MiNdlianeousKiccipts, 1Z 10* i)d 
5,9yt 1) b%t Jl il tnc 


193 6 6 
892 6 6 


2,651 2 0 

) 

0 

6 —- 


£54 763 , 


£ 58,414 4 6 


Lxamined, audited, and found correct, this 18th day of November, 1926. 


T B Turnlr Secretary. 

££££ b—— 


Jonas M Wibb, 
HUBEKTjJ Grhbnwood, 
NbwhllP Squabby, 


l Auditors on behalf 
j of the Society. 



of the Show at Chester ( continued ). 


Bjpen&tture (amid.). 

Brought forward. 

General Administration :— 

Steward* —Personal and Railway Excuses 
Aenstant Steioards —Personal and Railway Expenses . 

Official Staff —Extra Clerks, 282/. 10*. 7 d , Lodgings, \ 
75/ 10* . Maintenance of ClerkB, 60/ 10* , Travelling 
Expenses, 28/ 11* 5 d.\ Secretary’s Hotel and Travelling ) 

Expenses, 146/ 10*. lid . 

Finance Office .—Finance Clerk, 10/. 17* ; Grand Stand Men, \ 
91/. lfl* 4 d. ; Turnstile Men, 52 1 .; Rank Clerks, 65/ 15* , 
Hire of Car, 18/., Refreshments, 11/. 15* lid. . J 
Aicards Office —Clerks, 45/. 10*. 6 d , 1103 * 8 , 2.1/ 15* 


I General Management :— 

Foremen and Assistant Foremen .... 

Yardmen. 

Door and Gate Keepers. 

Garage —SujMjrintendent and Assistants' Expenses, and Offices 
Veterinary Department —Veterinary Inspectors 
Engineering Department ’ —Consulting Engineer and Assistant, 
60/ 18* , House, Maintenance nnd Travelling Expenses, 

no/ 3* Id . 

Police —Metropolitan Police, 1,125/ 10* 4 d , Com mission- 
nalrcs, 25/ ; Refreshments, 8 / 6 * 6 d 



184 

78 

172 

152 

«4 


1,838 


9 

112 [ 
993 

( 

713 , 


Dairy -—Staff, 240/. 9* , Milk, 219/. 9*.; Ire, 27/ 5* 
TJt.ensiIs^l73/. 4* ? 5d , Salt, U 12«g Engine, 12 / 8 * 8 d , | 


68 

52 


260 

300 

50 

8 

8*5 

50 

10 

13 

70 

58 


8 

18 

66 


16/ 2*.; Labour, 34/ 12* lid., Milk Analysis, 10/ 16* , 
Butter and Cheese Boxes, 10/ 19* 3d , Reireshinents, 
27/. 2*. 4d ; Fuel, 5/ 0* Id.; Miscellaneous, 24/. 12* 9d 
Analysis of Cider ...... 

Poultry —Penning and Feeding, 54/. 10*., Carriage, 

17/. 13*. 6d.; Miscellaneous, 4/ 0*. 2d. 

Horticultural Shorn —Hire of Tents, 435/ 2* Or/ ; Judges, 
18 1 13*. 4d., Wages, 62/ 10*.; Medals, 40/ 6* K 
Labour, 41/. 0*. lOd ; Carriage and Cartage, 14/ 7s 7u 
Miscellaneous, 30/. 19*. 4d. 

(For Admissions sen Miscellaneous Receipts ) 

Plantations Competition. 

Orchards and Fruit Plantations Competition 
Dog Show. —Prizes, 1,891/ 6s , ErectionotShow and CanvaH, 
418/ 6* lOd , Miscellaneous Printing, 65/. 13* 6d. 
Catalogue i’rinting, 118/ 13*. 6d ; Wages, 85/. 10* 

Judges, 32 1 7*. 7d.; Judges’ Luncheons, 32/ 10* , Hire 
of Tent, 48 1 ; Show Licence, 22/ 10s , Advertising, 
13/. 14* Od., Postage, 22/ 1*. 6d., Lodgings, 5/ 12* 6rf 

Miscellaneous, 15/. 11*. 4d. 

General Showyard Expen; 

Band 

Hire of Furniture . 


Telephone Extension 
Telegraph Facilities 
Official Luncheons 
St. John Ambulance 
Billposting in Showyard 
Medals 

Engraving Cups . 
Plans and Maps . 
Ashes . 

Education and Forestry 
Tan . 

Sleepers 
Hire of Tents 
Carriage—Sundry Items 
Hire of Weighbridge 
Bath Chairs 
Miscellaneous 
Gas 


iSES — 


,089 

150 Hire oj Land for Garage . 

33 Outstanding accounts from Leicester Show 


£ «. 


177 5 
300 15 


xm 


d £ *. d 

49,342 9 8 


250 4 3 
69 5 


1,403 3 0 


192 9 8 
82 5 9 
168 7 JO 
157 0 10 
120 13 3 

97 1 1 


1,159 5 10 


318 

7 

5 

376 

10 

0 

13 

J 7 

0 

11 

16 

10 

60 

0 

0 

65 

0 

0 

22 10 

0 

10 

2 

0 

34 

6 

6 

44 

11 

10 

7 

8 

0 

80 

7 

6 

12 14 

6 

50 

9 

3 

13 10 

0 

8 

0 

5 

15 10 

0 

22 10 

0 

148 

0 

4 

9 

1 

7 


1,977 4 3 


7 0 0 
76 9 8 


930 1 5 2 
649 0 3 


118 2 1 
64 10 2 


2,271 17 2 


1,319 8 2 
8 0 0 


— Credit Balance . . . 

£54 2 7ga. I _ 

Credit balance (as above). 

Add Contribution from Ordinary Account to Show Fund 


58,069 9 11 
^ 844 14 7 

£58,414 

844 14 7 
3,500 0 0 
£3,84414 7 














xiv 


STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND 


Flguiw for 
1934. 

£ 

133 

3,080 

X56 

3,369 


•Receipts. 

Cash at Bankers and in hand at January 1, 192 > 

Reserve Fund. 

Current Account. 

Cash In Hand. 


£ «. d. £ 8. d. £ i. d. 


673 17 2 
3,083 1 1 
116 14 11 


3,873 13 2 ’ 


i,454 

10,214 

97 


Annual Subscriptions .— 

Got (mors for 1025 .... 

Members' Subscriptions for 1025 . 

Subscriptions for previous years 


. 1,515 5 0 
. 10,109 10 7 
. 129 8 0 


44 

it.Soq 


Li*e Governors and Membfrs: — 
Annual Contributions. 


11 

-12,085 0 


5,058 

279 

503 

75 

3 

109 

94 

214 

ai7 

28 


Miscellaneous :— 

Tntnicst on Investments 

Interest on Dally Balances 

Income Tav repaid . . 

Sales of P imphlets, Farm Accouut Books, etc 
Sales of Library Catalogues. 

hall's of Text Books. 

hales of Journals. 

Advertisements in Journal . 

TV 1) Ii * Initry lees and Sales of Papers . 
hump us. 

Hut ol Council am! Committie moms . 

Sugar Hi tt Lillir Inals Hntij Fees . 


6,580 

18,389 


Total of Oidmary R( ct Ipts . 


4,702 

0 

11 

410 

13 

0 

88 

2 

6 

48 

U 

0 

1 

15 

0 

126 

16 

3 

79 

10 

0 

391 

11 

1 

Ihi 

0 

11 

385 

9 

1 

72 

9 

0 

31 

10 

0 


18,413 6 10 


I 

930 Life Compositions ot Governors ami Member 
50 | Donations lo So,let\*s fluids . 

63 | Subscript ions ioi 1926 . 

494 (’ash mt wed toi tb'bts due at Die 31, 1924 

i,517 I 


958 0 0 
102 10 0 
163 18 0 
£02 18 L 0 


1,427 6 10 


I 


1 »ii lit, 12 nanovci Squate . . . 255 15 0 

I Less Kent paid . 255 15 0 


£23,295 


£28 ? 71461 0 


T. B. TURNER, Secretary. 

DELOITTE, PLENDER, GRIFFITHS & 00., Accountants . 












PAYMENTS FOE THE YEAR 1925, 


xv 


Figures for 
1934 
£ 

3,246 

31* 

1,182 

1,010 

9 

720 

252 

32 

_J|i 

6904 

1,140 

324 

298 

2 

~i 764 
9 

24 

418 

250 

200 

100 

400 

100 

3 

1,053 

331 

81 

80 

47 

22 

9 

75 

64b 

5iO 

132 

66 

66 

46 

84 

38 

II 

179 

2,000 

29 

191 

56 


2,276 

3.500 

16,193 

2.500 

329 

399 


674 

3,083 

__ 117 

3,874 

£ 23,295 


payments. 

General Administration 
S alaries of Secretary and Official Staff (including clerical 

assistance). 

Pensions to Officials. 

Legal Chargee and Auditors' Fees 
Pent, Hates, laves, Insurance and House Expenses 
Purchase of JiooLa ...... 

Printing and Station! ry. 

Postage and telegrams 
Can luge of Parcels and Ira veiling Expenses 
Advertising and Miscellaneous Office Expenses 
Journal of t.ib Souety — 

Balance cost of Volume 85 — 

Printing and Binding .... 

Postage ... . 

Editing and Literary Contributions . 

Illustrations. 

On account of printing Volumt SO 
Advertising and Binding iann Account Books 
Laboratory — 

Salary and Petty Cash. 

OTHtR SciLNTIFIC DEPARTMENTS — 

Botanist s Salary. 

Zoologist’s Salary. 

C nnuultlng Engineer . ... 

Grant to Royal Veterinary College 
Grant to lGhiauh Institute, landing 
Mi duIs for Projicicntg in ( uttU Pathology 
National Diploma in Agriculture .— 
Houorarla and Expenses of Lxnndners 
IrauUing Lxpem'ttj of Officials 
Hott I I.xjk uses of Examiners and Officials 
Printing, Station!ry and Postuge 
Writing Diplomas .... 

Hire of Premises 

Salary fur Assistant .... 

Less Entry Fees and Silts of Examination Pijmis 

ljess Highland and Agricultural Society s Monty . 

National Diploma in Dairying — 

Hire of PremiM s, < to 

lees am) Tri\tiling Expenses of Examiners 
Hotel ind 1 ravt lhng Lxpenscs . 

Printing and Postage 

(For Lntry fits, and Sales of Lxarn Pa pci s, see coi 
Extra Lxplnditure — 

(,ravt to lh starch I and . 

1 ibrarv Binding and Pm chase of Books . 

Painting and ( leaning ( ounctl Chamber 
Lea flits to Member 8 ..... 

Repairs to Furniture. 

Certificates and Alt dais for Long Service . 

Sugar Beet Lifter Irlals, Lxpenses and Prizes 

Amount set aside towards Loss on Shows 
Total of Ordinary Payments .... 
Purchase of £6,704 8 *. 6 d. 8 $ per cent. Conversion Loan 

at 751. . . 

Payments to Willcsder District Council ... 
ft cl amount transfi rred from Jlcn rt c Fund to Show account 

to meet lost on Lucester Show . 

Purt hast of Steel Cupboard. 

Additions to Show PI nit . • 

Amount due trom Show Account . 

Amount dm uml tiansteind to Gilbty Bequest Account . 
Owing to Sundry Crt ditor at Dt t er lbt r 31, J 9J4 

Balances at the Bank and in Hand :— 

Rtserve Fund 
( urn nt Account 

Cash in Hand. 


£ s. 

3,160 9 
260 13 
525 11 
881 3 


650 J 9 
,00 10 6 
1 > 4 3 
ISO 1 { 3 


£ t. d. £ s. d. 


1 t.s 

4 

10 

> >3 

11 

2 

3 0 

13 

0 

61 

0 

It) 

_ ,11 

0 

0 

3110 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

I'M) 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

31 , 

1> 

0 

)> 

s 

0 

S» 

1 

3 

66 

13 

i 

J6 

1 

0 

0 

16 

6 

7» 

0 

0 

600 IS 

6 

5 > 

0 

0 

1 1 > 

IS 


. >7 

lb 

0 

. 55 

7 

4 

. 01 

2 

10 

4) 

4 

4 

UJ 

1 

4 

) 



51 

1 

4 

100 

10 

0 

57 

17 

0 

. 101 

8 

9 


6,010 17 0 


1,050 0 0 


520 

0 

1 

3,500 

0 

0 

5,155 

5 

5 

567 

12 

0 

1L 

2 

6 

4b) 

jj 

, 

1 17 

7 

1 ), 

4 

3 

0 10 

0 

146 

11 

6 

3,305 

9 

3 

191 

18 10 


13,649 13 3 


6,420 14 0 


3,648 IB 7 
£23,714 8 JO 


Examined, audited, and found correct, this 23rd day of February, 1926. 

{ Auditors on 

.... , 

behalf of 

the Society. 










ROYAL AGRICULTURAL 

Balance Sheet, 


zvi 

Dr. 


Figure* 
for 1624 


268 

63 

98 | 
439 


125,173 


( 108 * 1 ) 5,976 

3.5oo 

750 

lai 947 
i.-Mi 
93o 
50 
68 
2,196 


, 126 432 

(Add) 2,528 

128 960 


To SUNDRY CREDITORS— 

Sundiy Creditors. 

Subscriptions received in 1926 but belonging to 1926 . 
bhow receipts received in 1924 but belonging to 1925 


To CAPITAL - 

As at December 31,1924 ... 

Show Fund— 

Surplus on Chester Show . 

Contribution from Ordinary Account 
Less Income lax on Show surpluses 

Amount transferred from 1 vmbt r A ccount 
Life Compositions 11 caved in 102 ^ 

Donations towaids the Societv’s runds . 
Subscriptions for 1925 received in 1924 
Lxcess of ordinary rcu ipte over payments for the year 
1925 ... . 

Depreciation on Iniestmcnts 


s . d . £ s . d . £ 1. 

73 0 0 
163 18 0 


286 18 0 


128,342 1 5 


344 14 7 
3,500 0 0 


132,186 16 0 

958 0 0 
102 10 0 
02 16 0 

4,703 13 7 

138,073 15 7 
3,027 3 3 


134,446 12 4 


Dl PllLCIAPION ■written off, vi/ 
12 Fixtures .... 

44 j rumituro 

7 I Machinrn 

455 Show Plant 

100 Loase of 10 Bedford Square 

618 I 


11 4 3 
39 14 4 
6 8 2 
489 12 2 
100 0 0 


640 13 11 


133,799 18 


»b ,342 


£ 128,771 


£ 184,086 16 5 


T. B. TURNER, Secretary . 

DELOITTE, PLENDER, GRIFFITHS & CO*, Accountants ,* 




SOCIETY OP ENGLAND. 


xvii 

Cr. 


December 31, 1025. 


fur 1934. 
£ 


104,631 
500 
a,576 
2,301 


6,oo6 


1 x 6,034 


1,200 


149 1 

I 

397 

i,57i 

62 | 

I 

I 

4,896 | 
489 

674 

3,083 

117 

3,874 


By RESERVE FUND- 

146,465/. 13*. 7 d. Conversion Loan 8 J per cent. (1961) @ 751*110,215 8 6 
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Monthly Council , February 4 , 1925 . 


[Oopiei of the full Report of any of the Council Meetings held daring the year 
1925 may be obtained on application to the Secretary, at 16 Bedford Square, 
London, W.C.I.] 


ROYAL AfiRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF EN6LAND. 


flMnutee of tbe Council. 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1925. 

Su Gilbert Greenall, Bart, C.V.O. (President), in the Chair 

The President, in opening the proceedings, said it gave him very great 
ploasuie to be able to announce that H M The King would visit the Show 
at Chester on Wednesday, July 8th His Majesty would stay at Knowsley, 
with Lord Derby, and would motor from there to Chester The presence of 
His Majesty at the Chester Show would give gieat pleasure to the inhabi¬ 
tants ot the city and founty, and would, he thought, be one moie link 
m the chain which would onsuie the success of the Chester meeting 
The President then referred to a very happy ovent which had just 
been celebrated by 01 e of the Trustees of the Society. The Earl^pf Cov¬ 
entry commemorated lus diamond wedding on January 25th, and as this 
was the first mooting of the Council since that anniveisary Sir Gilbert 
said he was suio it would be their wish that he, as President, m their 
name, should write a letter of congratulation to Lord and Lady Coventry. 
The event was all the more interesting because Lord Coventry was bom 
on May 9th, 1838, the very same day upon which was formed the English 
Agmultural Society, by winch name their Society was first known. His 
lordships connection with the Society had been a lengthy one, and he 
had filled almost all the ofhceB possible As they all knew, Lord Coventry's 
interest was in Hereford cattle, and he invariably filled m all Ins entry 
forms in his own hand In those days, when large estates were being 
biokon up and all the best m country life was passing, it was very refresh¬ 
ing to learn that upon the celebiation of tins happy event Lord and Lady 
Coventry had been surrounded by all their rune children and by their 
tenants and retainers on the Cioome ostate His lordship had been 
lefoned to as " the grand old man of British sport," and very worthily 
deserved that title, for no one had done more for fox hunting, thorough¬ 
bred breeding, racing and steeplochasing than Lord Coventry 

The Prlsidlnt, on behalf of the Council, also congratulated the 
Society s Consulting Botanist, Sir Rowland Biffen, on the honour of 
knighthood recently conferred upon him by H M The King 
Five new govemois and 151 new mombeis were elected 
The President here mtorposed to say how much they welcomed Mr. 
Barton, the new representative on the Council tor Iieland 

Mr Luddington, m movmg the adoption of the Chemical Commit¬ 
tee s lepoit, called attention to the last paragraph of it. The Committee 
had found to their sui prise, he said, that no one had been appointed to 
represent the Royal Agricultural Society on the Advisory Committee 
with regard to the Feitilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act It would be remem¬ 
bered by the members of the Council that the Society had for the last 
two years taken a very active poit m the matter It had held meetings 
in connection with it, and it had also sent a deputation to the Minister 
of Agriculture Although there were sixteen members of the Advisory 
Committee, there was only one member of it who really represented 
agriculture That was Mr Robbins, the representative of the Farmers 
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Union. It was most necessary that agriculturists should bo fully repre¬ 
sented upon the Committee. He thought, therefore, that, not only for 
the sake of the Society itself, but for the sake of agriculture generally, 
they should press for the power of appointing someone. 

The President first put the report, excluding the resolution. This 
was adopted. 

Mr. Luddington then formally moved:— 

“ That the Council view with surprise the omission of any representative of the Royal 
jricultural Society of England to act on the permanent Advisory Committee appointed 
to advise in the framing of a new Fertilisers and Feeding Stufre Act. As the Society 
primarily concerned in the movement for bringing about an amendment of the existing 
Act, they feel strongly that the Royal Agricultural Socioty of England Bhould bo repre¬ 
sented on such a Committee." 

Mr. Christopher Middleton seconded the motion. He said he 
thought that the Society had been badly treated in the matter. The 
Council had been very active from the first in asking for revision of the 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act. It had always been ono plank in 
their platform that there should be an Advisory Committee appointed to 
advise on the numerous technical details which were involved in tho 
proper administration of the Act. It came almost as a shock to him when 
he saw the list of the members of the Committee and found that there 
was no representative of the Society upon it. He thought that they 
ought to enter a most emphatic protest against the omission of such a 
representative. 

Lord Bledisloe said he felt Borne embarrassment in listening to such 
a discussion when he was not quite sure whether he ought, under existing 
conditions, to continue to bo a member of the Council; but he would 
like to say that he hoped that his friend Mr. Middleton would not suffer 
from shock for any prolonged period. If the resolution was passed, he 
would submit it very sympathetically to the Minister ct Agriculture, and 
see if the wishes of the Council could be complied with. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

In moving the adoption of the Veterinary Committee’s report. Sir 
Merrtk Burrell thought that one word of explanation was necessary 
as to why the Committee had recommended that a portion of Sir John 
McFadyean’s report, which would, of course, be published in the Journal, 
should be issued to the Press prior to that publication. Sir John 
McFadyean’s annual report was always full of valuable and interesting 
information ; but this year he had compiled a report on the incidence of 
foot-and-mouth disease for the past six years, and especially as it referred to 
1923 and 1924. In that report there was material of so much educational 
value, not only to the Society, but to the general public, that the Veterinary 
Committee thought that it would be wise and desirable that it should 
go out to the Press at once and should not only be published in the Jour¬ 
nal, where comparatively few people had the chance of reading it. It 
at once became apparent to the Committee on reading the report that 
the unvarying and strong support which the Council had always given to 
the slaughter policy had been more than justified. The most super¬ 
ficial study of it, especially of the latter part, in which there were com¬ 
parative tables of the incidence of the disease in Great Britain and Ire¬ 
land and in the neighbouring countries in tho west of Europe, would 
show the comparatively happy condition in which this country was as 
compared with the deplorable conditions in other countries. The most 
conservative estimate that one could make showed, he thought, that if 
during the last years we had not maintined the slaughter policy, the loss 
in this country, instead of being under one and a half million pounds, to 
be borne by the whole nation, would have been at least four and a half 
million pounds, which would have been a direct loss borne entirely by the 
farming community. In addition, there was not the slightest doubt that 
this country, instead of being almost free of the disease, as it was at*fche 
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present moment, would have been overrun with it from the North of 
Scotland to Cornwall. 

The President said that before he put the motion for the adoption 
of the Report of the Selection and General Purposes Committee, he 
would like to refer for a moment to the death of their old friend Mr. Powell. 
Mr. Powoll was known to practically every agriculturist in England, be¬ 
cause of his many years' association with the Shorthorn Society and the 
Smithfiold Club. He was a friend to everybody who had anything to do 
with him, and they all deeply regretted his loss. He would like, if it 
was the wish of the Council, to send a letter from the Society to Mrs. 
Powell. 

The suggestion was agreed to, the members standing. 

The Hon. Cecil Parker then moved the adoption of the Selection 
Committee’s report, excluding the paragraph dealing with the dismissal 
of a member. 

This part of the report having been received and adopted, a resolution 
to the effect that Mr. Robert Graham, of Auohengassel, Twynholm, be 
dismissed from the Society, was unanimously adopted, on the motion of 
the Hon. Cecil Parker, seconded by the Duke of Devonshire. 

The Duke of Devonshire, in moving the adoption of the Research 
Committee’s report, said that it might interest members of the Council and 
enable them thoroughly to appreciate the variety and importance of the 
Committee’s work to hear the subjects which were referred to at one meet¬ 
ing of the Committee on the previous day. The Committee had had to 
deal with questions of bullock-feeding, germination tests, lucerne, green 
manuring, the yield of oats, silage, the flooring of cow-sheds, incubators, 
the laying down of land to grass, and wool. The programme was a fairly 
comprehensive one. The Committee met eight times a year. He had 
been a very irregular attendant at the meetings of the Committee ; but 
perhaps he might be permitted to say that he had never served upon a 
Committee which had been more industrious and hard working. It was 
trying to do in twenty-four hours in the year what he had not the slightest 
hesitation in saying would afford ample work for a strong Committee 
giving to it a full day's work once a week throughout the whole year. 
He thought that that was some justification to the Council for having 
adopted the line which it had adopted in providing the money. He 
believed that the Committee was doing useful work. He thought that the 
Council could quite justifiably expect, when it was asked to provide a large 
sum of money for continuing the experiments, that the Committee should 
be in a position to place some further results before the Council and before 
the public as a whole. The Committee was most anxious to do that. One 
could naturally understand that, in the investigation of various problems 
such as he had referred to, it was not always easy to determine the precise 
moment at which a report could be made. He hoped that at the next 
meeting of the Council the Committee might be in a position to make some 
further suggestions as to the taking of immediate steps to give further 
details in reference to the progress of the work which was going on. 

Sir Douglas Newton —pursuant to notice—moved:— 

" That the Royal Agricultural Society of England desire to draw the attention of 
the responsible authorities to the need of encouraging genetio research and field trials 
for yield and quality of sugar beet.” 

Farmers in the Eastern Counties, he said, now saw a remarkable new 
agricultural development in the building and encouragement of factories 
for the production of sugar. It was the one ray of sunshine which agricul¬ 
ture, so far as arable agriculture in the Eastern Counties was concerned, 
had seen for a very long time. Anyone could foretell that if the factories 
were successful many more would be erected. The movement was clearly 
a big one, and he hoped that the industry had come to stay. A very 
small percentage indeed of the seed required, which amounted to many 
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hundreds of tons, was produced in this country. He felt that the Royal, 
as the premier Agricultural Society, should do all it could to see that the 
seed was produced in this country as far as possible, and that that side of 
the industry was encouraged. Naturally enough, perhaps, growers used 
the foreign seed because they wanted to get the highest sugar content, and 
they also wanted to get the highest yield per acre. Until research had 
been carried out by responsible authorities, the confidence of the English 
farmer would not bo given to the English-grown seed and the English- 
grown root. It was for that reason that he urged the need of trials. 

Colonel G. L. Cottrthope supported the resolution. The really strong 
reason why official action was necessary in the production of seed was that 
from tho time of the purchase of ordinary commercial seed it took a full 
seven years to produce reliable seed again. Many people thought that it 
could be done m two years, but it could not. That was one of the great 
obstacles against wbat was suggested being done by the private enterprise 
of an mfant industry ; but a good deal had been done. There hod been a 
propagandist body, the British Sugar Beet Society, in existence m one form 
or another for years. It had made arrangements in various directions for 
a certain amount of research. At its request. Professor Bateson had been 
working for years on the subject. One of the special points upon which 
he had been labouring was the attempt to transfer tho rich sugar content 
from the fang mto a root that could grow on the surface, in order to eradi¬ 
cate the great obstacle to sugar beet cultivation, namely, the difficulty of 
lifting. A proposal was put before the Development Commission in either 
1911 or 1912 for the establisliment of a seed-producing station in this 
country. That proposal was recommended, if his memory was correct, 
by the Development Commission, but turned down by tho then Minister of 
Agriculture, in consultation with the Treasury. He hoped that the 
present Minister would take a more sympathetic v^w, if the recom¬ 
mendation of the Development Commission did not com j under the Statute 
of Limitations, but still held good. Seed was being produced successfully 
at Wye, and other agricultural colleges ; and a certain amount was pro¬ 
duced under the auspices of Home Grown Sugar, Ltd., at Kelham. A 
groat deal of valuable work on the subject had also been put in by But¬ 
tons, of Reading. Therefore research was not entirely new, but it needed 
encouragement. He hoped that the Society would take the subject up 
and try to induce the powers that be to give their support in the matter. 

Mr. Henry Overman said that, m reading the resolution, he had 
wondered who the responsible people were whose attention was to be 
drawn to the subject. Farmers in Norfolk had grown sugar beet for 
many years, many years before farmers in other counties had thought of 
growing it at all. He would not like it to be thought that they had not 
thought about the seed question. It had been before them for the last 
three or four years. They approached Sir Daniel Hall, and held a meeting 
at the offices of the National Farmers' Umon, at which he was present. 
When he mentioned the names of tho gentlomen present, members would 
see that it was a pretty representative meeting of what he might call 
scientific workers m that sort of research, and that their conclusions 
ought to be of some value to the Council. There were present at that 
meeting. Prof. Sir R. H. Biffen, Prof. Bateson, and Sir Daniel Hall, and 
there were representatives of the seed trade, Mr. Sutton and Mr. Miln of 
Garton’s—two firms who, perhaps, had done more for the improvement of 
the seeds of all cereals and roots in this country than anyone else. There 
were also present practical growers, principally from Norfolk, in which 
county the infant sugar beet industry was started. The conclusions that 
they came to were that the job was a very long one, and that it was not 
going to be done in one year, but that it might take five, seven, or ten 
years. The meeting came to the conclusion that the best way to deal 
with the matter was to leave it in the hands of those very prominent 
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seed merchants. The work had already started. He did not see who 
else could be got to do the work if one did not go to the big firms who 
were adopts and who knew the thing from A to Z. He must admit that 
it was most necessary that the matter should be dealt with. The con¬ 
tract that they had with the factories provided that the factories should 
supply the seed, which was practically all foreign. He admitted that 
that was not right. He would like to see the seed not only grown in 
England, but improved in England. There was no doubt that the people 
of this country were second to none in making improvements in such 
directions. It was his one regret that the money which started sugar-beet 
factories in this country was principally foreign money. 

Lord Bledislob endorsed Mr. Overman’s appeal that Sir Douglas 
Newton should make clear what he meant by " responsible authorities.” 
He rather assumed, from what had been said, that the Ministry of Agricul¬ 
ture was—possibly—one of the responsible authorities that might be 
indicated in the resolution. He would liko to say—-of course he was 
speaking without the book—that he thought it would be a disastrous thing 
if any Government Department were to entrench upon the legitimate 
and progressive sphere of our great seed producers or seed merchants in 
this country. After all, private enterprise had probably done more as 
regards efficient seed production in this country than had been done in 
any other country in the world. He would bo very sorry indeed if a 
Government Department were expected to take over such work. On 
the other hand there were research institutions under Govemmont aegis in 
this country. He was rather wondering, when Mr. Overman was speedring, 
as to which of the research institutions would naturally deal with the 
subject. He could not foresee at the present moment, with a peculiarly 
vigilant Chancellor of the Exchequer, what Colonel Courthope adum¬ 
brated as an oxtremely expensive enterprise being embarked on under 
existing conditions. If it was Cambridge, possibly Cambridge already had 
the matter in hand with its National Institute of Agricultural Botany. 
If it had not, no doubt it would take the matter in hand at an early date. 
He was sure that in that action the Ministry would give all possible 
sympathy. 

Mr. Mlln was very glad to hear what Mr. Overman and Lord Bledisloe 
had said. The leading seed merchants had, he said, had the matter in 
hand for some years ; but they had not been able to grow seed on an 
extensive scale in this country simply because the factories had been 
controlled by foreign money. The factories insisted upon getting their 
supplies of seed from abroad. Those who had any knowledge of the 
mangold wurzel were well aware of the fact that the improvements which 
had taken place in mangold wurzels in this country were not second to 
any of those obtained in any other country in the world. The type of 
roots and the analysis of them were superior to anything known on the 
Continent or in any othor country. After the meeting to which Mr. 
Overman had referred, seed merchants had gone into the matter still more 
extensively. They had had analysed the sugar-beet grown from what 
they called their homegrown sources in this country. The contents of them 
were quite equal to anything grown from seed supplied from abroad. If 
the leading seed houses only knew that there was a market for their 
produce they would be quite prepared to grow sugar-beet seed here on a 
very extensive scale. If thousands of tons of beet were cultivated in this 
country that would be another asset in our agriculture. Seed merchants 
were working on those lines, and they hoped that when some of the 
factories were controlled by English money instead of by foreign money 
they would have an opportunity of supplying the seed. They were 
quite capable of supplying seed which was equal to anything coming into 
the country. 

Sir Douglas Newton, dealing with some of the points which had been 



Monthly Council, March 4, 1925. xxv 

raised, frankly admitted that much had been done ; but he pointed out 
that a great deal remained undone from the point of view of getting both a 
better quality of seed and a better yield per acre. Mr. Overman had 
referred to the words " responsible authorities.” He (Sir Douglas Newton) 
really had in mind the practical sympathy, in financial terms, of the 
Ministry of Agriculture in encouraging those who were dealing with the 
problem. If the Ministry of Agriculture wore sympathetic, the Develop¬ 
ment Commission would unloosen their pockets, and there would be 
financial resources for carrying out experiments with advantage and 
benefit to the industry. It was true that there was an excellent seed¬ 
testing station supported by the seed trade, in fact, almost started by the 
seed trade, in the National Institute of Agricultural Botany at Cambridge. 
They would be prepared to do anything that they were asked to do. 
But these things turned on the question of finance, and it was for that 
reason that the sympathy of the Ministry was so essential in the develop¬ 
ment of the industry. 

After some further discussion, in which Col. Courthope, Mr. Milk, 
Mr. Adeane, the Duke op Devonshire, Sir Douglas Newton and the 
President took part, Mr. Middleton moved as an amendment that the 
subject be referred to the Research Committee, who should be asked to 
report to the next meeting of the Council. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Adeane and carried. 

The original motion was then put to the meeting. 

Sir Douglas Newton asked whether he might move as a substantive 
motion that the Research Committee should be empowered—because 
time was flying and the matter was an important one—to get into touch 
if they so desired with the Development Commission, the Ministry of Agri¬ 
culture, or any other responsible body. 

The President thought that the Council could safe^ leave the matter 
in the hands of the Committee. 

Sir Douglas Newton said that he was content as long as it was under¬ 
stood that the Committee had the power. 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4, 1925. 

Sir Gilbert Green all, Bart., C.V.O. (President), in the Chair. 

Before beginning the proceedings the Secretary, at the President’s 
request, read letters received from the Earl of Coventry, acknowledging 
the Council’s congratulations on his diamond wedding, and from Mrs. 
Powell, thanking the Council for their expression of sympathy on the 
death of her husband, the late Mr. E. J. Powell. 

Two new Governors and 190 new Members were elected. 

The Report of the Finance Committee having been presented, Mr. 
Adeane movod first of all the adoption of that part of it which did not 
refer to the accounts or the estimates. This portion of the report having 
been adopted, Mr. Adeane, dealing with the accounts, said that last year 
the Society began with a balance carried forward of £3,368, and the in¬ 
come from all sources during 1924 was £19,$26, giving a total of £23,295. 
The payments, which included an investment of £2,500 in Conversion Loan, 
amounted to £19,421, and the balance carried forward at the end of the 
year was £3,874. With regard to the balance-sheet, the only matter to 
which he need refer—he thought that it was a satisfactory one—was the 
reserve fund. That now stood at £116,033. If the Members of the Council 
would refer to the sheet which dealt with the funds held by the Society 
upon trust, they would see that there was a fund held in trust that was 
left by the late Sir Walter Gilbey. That fund was very generously estab¬ 
lished by Sir Walter some years ago to st&rt an Agricultural Lectureship 
at Cambridge. At the end of twenty-one years the capital sum was tdtfall 
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into the absolute possession of the Society, the idea being that a part of it 
should be used for the redemption of the Harewood House debenture stock. 
As a matter of fact, when Harewood House was sold, twenty years ago, 
those debentures were extinguished. The Finance Committee recom¬ 
mended that the Council should continue to grant the interest on the 
money to the University of Cambridgo to assist the University in main¬ 
taining the Lectureship. He hoped that the Council would agree to that 
course being adopted. The present value of the fund was £934. 

The Accounts were adopted together with the estimates of receipts and 
expenditure during the present year. 

In presenting the Report of the Journal and Education committee. 
Col. Cornwallis said that the generous gift by Major Amery would, he 
believed, give the Society the most complete collection of Arthur Young’s 
works possessed by any institution in the Kingdom. 

The Chemical Committee’s Report was read, and, in moving its adop¬ 
tion, Mr. Ltjddtngton said the Committee felt that the Counoil were much 
indebted to Lord Blodisloe for the prompt action he had taken in the mat¬ 
ter and the help he had given. It was satisfactory to know that the 
Society would be represented on the Advisory Committee in connection 
with tiie Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act; but, at the same time, the 
Committee felt that the Council ought to have been represented on the other 
committeo, the Technical Committee. He thought that tho Society’s 
Chemical Adviser could have helped very much in drawing up the schedules 
and in the technical work. The other Committee seemed almost to be an 
afterthought. Notice was given in the Press, first of all, when the Com¬ 
mittee was set up, and it seemed as if there would only be one Committee, 
which would deal with the whole matter. Now, it seemed, there was 
another Committee to be appointed to deal with the subject when the 
schedules had been passed. The Chemical Committee felt that a Society 
of the standing of the Royal ought to have had some representation on both 
Committees. 

Mr. Christopher Middleton wished to say a few words before the 
report was adopted. Ho was glad to see that Lord Blodisloe was present. 
Lord Blodisloe had been good enough to send him a copy of the letter he 
had addressed to Sir Gilbert Greenall on the question. Some further 
correspondence had taken place. He was very much obliged to Lord 
Bledisloe for the kindness he had shown in the matter. At the same time, 
he was anything but satisfied with the explanation given by the Ministry. 
He understood at the time, and he still understood, that a principal recom¬ 
mendation of the Committee was that there should be an Advisory Com¬ 
mittee set up which would become a permanent Advisory Committee to 
advise on technical matters. The complaint at tho Council Meeting a 
month ago was that the " Royal ” was not represented on that Committee. 
It appeared that the Committeo, which was not a small Committee (it had 
sixteen members, he thought) had appointed a smaller Committee from 
itself to draw up schedules which were the very foundation of the Act. 
He did not think that any co-optation of a member of the Society now 
would have very much effect. The foundation had been laid. The 
reference to the Committee was to draw up schedules with definitions. 
The schedules were absolutely the essence of the Act. The fact that the 
** Royal ” was not represented on that Committee was, he considered, a 
very great misfortune. He did not think that very many members of the 
Council were competent to sit on the Committee : very few, if any, of 
them had the technical knowledge required ; but he said without hesita¬ 
tion that it was a very great misfortune that Dr. Voelcker, who had been a 
member of the original Departmental Committee, had not been put upon 
it. He did not know whether the inclusion of his name would have very 
much effect now. He was afraid that the omission might have caused a 
very great deal of harm. He felt bound to make this protest, as he could 
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not quite agree with the report of the Committee when he was present at 
tne meeting on the previous day. 

In moving the adoption of the report of the Botanical and Zoological 
Committee, Colonel Wheeler called attention to the reference in the 
report to damage to wheat caused by frit fly. Just two years ago the 
Society had an exactly similar report with regard to oats. It seemed 
that there was a very considerable risk in planting com after rye grass. 

A suggestion by Mr. Frank Matthews that the Class m the schedule 
for “ Shorthorn heifers in milk bom in 1922 ” should be altered to read 
Shorthorn heifers in milk or in calf bom in 1922,” was referred to the 
Stock Prizes Committee for consideration when drawing up the Prize 
sheet for the 1926 show. 

The Duke of Devonshire, in moving the adoption of the report of 
the Research Committee, said a special resolution would have to be 
passed in the event of the Council approving the minutes of the Committee 
with reference to Sir Dougins Newton’s proposal. The report in the hands 
of members of Council dealt with some of the activities of the Committee, 
but it was only an interim report of progress in dealing with a very con¬ 
siderable number of subjects. 

The Committee’s report having been adopted, it was resolved, on the 
motion of the Duke of Devonshire, seconded by Sir Meurik Burrell :— 
“ That the £ A S.1C desire to draw the attention of the Ministry of Agriculture and 
the Development Ooinmlhsion to the need of encouraging genetic research and field trials 
for yield and quality of sugar beet.” 

Colonel G. L. Courthope said there was a Bill now in committee in 
the House of Commons dealing with the importation of pedigree animals, 
and by the Bill the test as to the availability for importation was to be the 
recognition of the breed by the Minister of Agriculture for the time being. 
The Minister would have to docide whether or not a foreign Herd Book 
should be recognised as qualifying for admission into thi„ country. Theie 
had been no time to consult the President; but some of the Members 
interested were endeavouring to delete the " Minister of Agriculture ” as 
the judge and to insert the " Royal ” as the deciding factor as to whether 
the foreign Herd Book should be recognised as qualifying a foreign breed. 
He thought that he ought to mention tho matter. The Bill would be 
before Standing Committee B in the House next week. 

The President thought that the suggestion was a most excellent one, 
because practically every breed was represented in the Society. 

Other Members of Council having spoken in support of the proposal. 
Lord Bledislok said that it was obviously impossible for him to express 
an opinion on the matter. If he did, he might find himself officially differ¬ 
ing from his views as an individual. In any case, if the matter came be¬ 
fore the Ministry, it would receive due consideration. 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 1, 1925. 

Sir Gilbert Green all, Bart., C.V.O. (President), in the Chair. 

The President said he felt sure the Council would all learn with regret 
of the death of Mr. W. J. M. Dagnall, whiefi had come upon them with 
great suddenness. Mr. Dagnall had been a servant of the Society for over 
thirty-seven years, and had filled nearly all the clerical positions in the 
office before being appointed Chief Clerk and Cashier. The President 
was sure it would be their wish that he should convoy to Mr. DagnalTs 
widowed mother, his three sisters and brother, the Council’s very sincere 
sympathy in the loss they had sustained, and he would, as President of the 
Society, formally move that a vote of condolence be sent to Mr. Dagnail’s 
relatives. The Council signified their agreement by rising in their seats. 

Seven new Governors and 144 new Members were elected. % 
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On the presentation of the Report of the Chemical Committee, Mr. 
Christopher Middleton said that he agreed with the report, but would 
like to accentuate that part of it which dealt with milling offals He 
thought it was quite impracticable that there should be a division into so 
many grades mainly based upon fineness of grinding From his experience, 
farmers received less value m their purchases of milling offals than they 
recerv ed m connoc tion with anything else that they used He thought that 
the point to which he had referred should be thoroughly gone into again, 
because the way m which offals were dealt with ^as quite unsatisfactory. 

Sir Merrik Burrlll, m presenting the Veterinary Committee s Re¬ 
port, said the Council would remember that a groat difficulty was recog¬ 
nised by most people in the first big outbreak of foot-and mouth disease 
owing to so many local authorities having power to issue regulations 
There were some 355 authorities m England and Wales which could issue 
regulations That had led to very great administrative difficulty, and it 
was felt that great danger was caused by the mere fact of there being so 
many such authorities Evidence had been given before Captain Prety- 
man s 1922 Committee to that effect He personally gave evidence, and 
brought forward concrete instances of i lit harm that had been done The 
views expressed wero accepted by tho Committee, and, m their.report, 
they recommended that there should be only one authority under the 
Diseases of Animals Acts m any one geographical county The Council 
early last year sent m a recommendation to the same effect When tho 
report of Captain Pretyman s 1925 Committee, as he would call it, came 
out the othei day it was seen that it contained, when it came to deal 
with this question, what seemed to be some very contradictory para 
graphs In effect, it went back entirely upon what was recommended m 
1922 It said " It is clear that the present policy ’ —that was the 
pohey of having so many local authorities making Orders—“ results 
in anomalies and tends to detract from the value of regulations made by 
a countj, whon the boroughs m that county do not take similar action ' 
Then it went on to say “ The successful formation of the suggested Jomt 
Committee for the purpose of making regulations would be ot great value 
It would, we think, tend to prevent the making of unnecessary restrictions, 
and, by enabling local authorities more readily to realise and to appreciate 
each other s interests, would lead to the establishment of a much better 
feeling between tho counties and the boroughs, which would m itself con 
tribute materially to the success of eradication measures ” lhat was 
exactly m accordance with the evidence given before the Committee when 
they sat formerly , but, notwithstanding that, they went on to say 
" In view, Iiom over, of the inherent difficulty of securing adequate repre¬ 
sentation of diverse and frequently c onfhctmg interests, which, after very 
caieful consideration, we can see no method of overcoming, we think 
the recommendation m favour of a joint committee must be abandoned ” 
The Departmental Committee did not give any particulars at all of what 
the inherent difficulties were or why they could not be overcome if they 
existed He had spoken to people hke chief constables and chairmen of 
County Councils and other people who might be expected to know , but 
not one single person had given him any reason to think that such difficul¬ 
ties as there wero could not be overcome with a little goodwill between 
the County Councils and the boroughs He believed that the real difficulty 
was jealousy m the mmds of the Borough Councils, who thought that the 
County Councils might interfere with their markets and possibly with the 
provision of an ample supply of fiosh meat to their populations He did 
not for a moment think that if the suggested Jomt Committee were set up 
that would be the result. He considered that the result would be that there 
would be perfect liarmony in action, that the populations of the boroughs 
would be adequately fed, and that the interests of the agricultural community 
as regards their flocks and herds could be perfectly well safeguarded 



xxix 


Monthly Council , April 1, 1925. 

Mr. Alfred Mansell, as a member of the first Departmental Com¬ 
mittee, said that all the members were unanimous upon the question of 
having one authority in each county. He very strongly supported the 
recommendation. 

The Council of the " Royal,” the National Sheep Breeders’ Association, 
and many other public bodies, had been asking the Ministry of Agriculture 
to do everything it possibly could to eradicate sheep scab. They had 
called attention to the fact that Australia and New Zealand, which were 
very big countrios, had been able to eradicate it. They had told the 
Ministry on several occasions that the only possible way of getting rid of 
sheep scab was by throwing the onus on the owner of the flock. An 
Order was issued on June 30th, 1923, which came into operation on July 
30th, 1924. That threw the onus on the owner to keep lus flock clean. 
The owner could be fined a sum not exceeding £20 in the first instance, 
and lie took it that afterwards he could be fined whatever the magistrates 
thought fit. The Council had called the attention of the Ministry to the 
fact that no headway was being made against the disease, and they hod 
always been told to “ wait and see.” They had waited and seen the result 
of the Order. There had boon thirty more outbreaks this year than last 
year, and fifty-two outbreaks last month os against twenty-two in the 
month before. The diseaso was very widespread. It was not as if it was 
confined to one county, but it was practically all over tho country. It 
would never be got nd of until tho magistrates imposed adequate fines, 
and threw the whole onus for sheep scab on the owner. He hoped that the 
Council would send a letter to tho Ministry, calling attention to the fact 
that the Order had been an utter failure, and pointing out that the only 
possible way of dealing with it was to secure that those who sat on the 
liench imposed adequate fines. 

Colonel G. L. Courthope suggested that, in the eve a of the Council 
approving of the proposed letter, steps should bo taken to bring it before 
the Minister of Agriculture that afternoon. There was to be a meeting of 
the Advisory Committee that afternoon at half-past two, and ono of tho 
points upon the agenda was the matter of shoep scab. He saw that Lord 
Bledisloe was present, and possibly his Lordship might be a useful messenger. 

Lord Bledisloe said that, as Colonel Courthope hod alluded to him, 
perhaps ho might be allowed to say a few words. First of all, m reply to 
Mr. Mansell, he assured the Council that, whatever tho Ministry of Agricul¬ 
ture might have been m the past, they were not at the present momont a 
” wait-and-see ” Ministry. Their groat anxiety was as to whether their 
agricultural fnends m the course of the next few years might not view them 
with some suspicion as being an unduly revolutionary body. Both as 
regards sheep scab and as regards foot-and-mouth disease, the great 
difficulty was the question of local autonomy. So far os the magistrates 
were concerned, the Ministry had very little to say in relation to them. 
That was more a matter, perhaps, for the Home Office than for the 
Ministry. 

With regard to the paragraph in the Departmental Committee’s report 
to which Sir Mernk Burrell had referred, it had occasioned at least as 
much surprise m the Ministry of Agriculture as it had occasioned in the 
Council. In fact, the matter was now being investigated. But he was 
bound to say that, on review, the Ministry were prepared to accept the 
position that the time had come when there ought to be one authority 
only within the geographical county. The opinion of the Council in sup¬ 
port of that view would undoubtedly influence the decision of the Ministry 
in that respect. 

The spread of sheep scab was unquestionably serious, and was causing 
anxiety ; but whatever might be done as regards the individual delinquent 
by the magistrates, the real trouble, when all was said and done, was that 
cerium counties claimed lor themselves in those matters an autonomjr 

M 
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which many people thought had better be replaced by a stronger centralised 
administration With regard to double dipping and the penod within 
which that dipping was to take place throughout the country, he ventured 
to hope that the Council would support any action that the Ministry might 
be prepared to take m the matter 

Sir Arthur Hazlerigg, referring to the remarks wliich had fallen 
from Sir Memk Burrell in reference to the Departmental Committee's 
report, thought that all the members of the Council had been very much 
surprised to see that the Committee now stated that the inherent difficulties 
were too great to have one authority for the county and county boioughs 
He would like to say, as one who had served as Chairman of a County 
Council, that lie did not think that the difficulties were such that they 
could not be overcome He thought that he was corroct m saying that 
both the County Councils Association and the Council of Agriculture for 
England had recommended that there should be one authority for each 
county. He hoped that, m view of those expressions of opinion, the 
Ministry would see that the repoit of the Departmental Committee on 
that particular subject had not much zegard givon to it 

Sir Douglas Newton said that, ho understood that there was a possi 
bility of Lord Blodisloe acting as messenger between the Council and the 
Ministry, he would like to suggest that ho might also be good enough to look 
into the question of swine erysipelas In Ins part of the world there had 
been a good deal of discussion about that matter He could not claim to 
havo any technical knowledge of it, but he understood that ono of the 
methods of treatment depended upon a supply of virus, bacteria, and so 
on, and that supplies were not obtamablo m tins country A groat deal of 
feeling had arisen m regard to that matter 

Alluding to sheep scab, ho would like to say that agriculturists in his 
district felt that the onus should be placed upon the owner of the sheep 
There was, he w as sorry to say, a great deal of opposition to double dippmg, 
particularly if it took place at certain times of the year It was claimed 
that it made the sheep sterile, and that it had a very detenent ettei t upon 
the number of lambs Whotliei or not that was so he did not know , but 
that was a \iew strongly hold amongst some faimers, paiticularly where 
the short wool sheep wero concerned It was said to affect them much 
more than it affected the long wool sheep 

Mr Davis Brown wished to make one remark upon what had fallen 
from Lord Bledisloe m which he seemed to adumbrate that the Mmistiy 
of Agriculture might go m tor a double dipping Older all over the countiy 
That hardly seemed necessary Suppose that there was a stray case in 
the county from which he came, Norfolk To insist upon tho double 
dippmg of every flock of sheep on account of a single case that might 
appear in a county was like trying to crack a nut wnth a sledge hammer 
It seemed to him that the Ministry ought to insist upon double dippmg 
at the seat of the disease and at the place wheie it was particularly pre¬ 
valent, and not all over the country 

Mr Tindall said that, as ono who had been Chairman of the Lmdsey 
County Council m Lincolnshire, he would like to say that he felt certain that 
there would be very little difficulty mdoed, so far as lus own county was 
ccncemed, m carrying out the proposed which was now before the Council. 
He would like to support to the full what had been said by Sir Memk 
Burrell. Ho had had some little experience m the matter, and he did not 
think that there would be any difficulty at all, or at any rate there would 
be very little difficulty between the boroughs and the counties The only 
difficulty, as far as he knew, would be, so feu* as the boroughs were con¬ 
cerned, m connection with the fat eunmal and the store animal. The 
boroughs had something to say with regaid to the supply of cattle to their 
markets He believed that when those concerned got together the diffi¬ 
culties would very soon be settled. 
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He would like to support Mr Mansell in what he had said with regard 
to sheep scab It was nothing short of a scandal that there should be 
sheep scab m Great Britain He would be one of those who would go to 
any extreme with a man who had sheep scab on his premises after a certain 
time 

Sir Merrik Burrell said that, before the motion for the adoption of 
the report was put, ho would like to ask whether Sir John McFadyoan bore 
out the suggestion made by Sir Douglas Newton that double dipping was 
a cause of sterility m sheep If it was not true, and if it went out into the 
Press, it would have a rather deplorable effect on the minds of flock owners 
It was hard enough now to get flock owners to do what was required, but if 
that kmd of suggestion was put into their minds and if it was not accurate 
it would have a very bad effect 

Sir John MoFadyean said that lie had great difficulty m understanding 
why anyone who had studied the history of sheep scab in thiB country 
should be m favour of compulsory universal double dipping It seemed 
ridiculous, seeing that there was not anything like 1 per cent of the flocks 
m this country that had sheep scab It could do nothing towards the 
eradication of the disease to compel, he thought it would probably be, 
about 999 people out of a thousand who had not slioep scab, to dip their 
sheep It would bo a futile proceeding, and it would do no good to any¬ 
one except those vlio weie engaged m the manufacture of dips He was 
quite sure that it was a mistake to suppose that double dipping caused 
btonlit} Long experience had shown that it did not. 

r I he Veterinary Committee s Report was then adopted, and, on the 
motion of Sir Mlrrix Burrell, seconded by Mr Mansell, it was resolved 
that a letter m the following terms should be signed by the President and 
sent to the Ministry of Agriculture — 

Report of Departmental Committee on Foot-and-Mouth Disease. 

The Council of the Roy al Agru ultural Society desiro to oxpreBS their 
regret at tho revor&al of opinion of Captain Pretyman’s Committee of 1922 
as to the desirability of there being only one Diseases of Ammals Com 
mittco in each geographical county by the Committee which has reported 
recently The Council recognise that there are difficulties, but do not 
agree that they cannot be ovorcomo 

The Council therefore beg to forward to you their resolution of Febru 
ary 6th, 1924, which they reaffirmed at their mooting of Apul 1st, 1925 — 

** That tho Council of the Royal Agricultural Society is strongly of opinion that 
legislation is urgently needed providing t hat there shall r c one Authority only for tb« 
control of Animal Diseases in each geographical county, w hith should be a Joint Animal 
Diseases ( ommittee representing the County and Borough Councils within the boundaries 
of such County ” 

After some further discussion, the Secretary said that m tho event 
of an emergency arising he would communioate with the President, and he 
pointed out that the Council had to endorse whatever the Veterinary Com¬ 
mittee did 

Mr. Alfred Mansell moved — 

“ That the Council desires to call the attention of the Ministry of Agrionlture to the 
failure of the Sheep Scab Order of 1923, as at present administered, and urges the Ministry 
to give tho matter their most serious and prompt attention' 

This was seconded by Mr Tindall, and earned 
Colonel Stanyiorth presented the Implemfnt Committee’s Report 
He was sorry to say that the entries of implements were not so large as m 
recent years , but, considenng the badness of trade generally, and the fact 
that implement makers had had very bad times lately, the Committee were 
not at all surprised. As a matter of fact, the entnes were quite up to their 
expectations, and, needless to say, there would be plenty of implements 
to make a good show % 

Mr. Alfred Mansell said he was not aware until that morning that 
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he had been appointed one of the representatives to wait on the Minister 
of Agriculture. It occurred to him that if members of the Council had 
any suggestions to make they might put them in writing and send them to 
the Secretary, who could then pass them on to Sir Gilbert Greenall, Mr. 
Evens, and himself. 

The President hoped that members would do as Mr. Mansell had sug¬ 
gested. If anyone had anything which he would particularly like to have 
brought liofore the Minister he should let the representatives have notice 
of it in good time before they had an interview with the Minister, and 
they would see that the matter had every consideration. 

The Report of the Research Committee having been presented, 
Sir Douglas Newton said the Council had not had all the particulars 
with regard to the scheme which had been arranged with the National 
Institute of Agricultural Botany; but he would like to say how greatly 
they welcomed the very generous provision which had been made for 
deeding with the matter of sugar-boot dovelopment. The matter was 
raised in the House of Commons a fow days ago on tho Second Reading 
of the Sugar Beet Bill. The resol "tioD of the “ Royal ” was then referred 
to, and the Minister of Agriculture expressed himsolf as being in full 
sympathy with the terms of that resolution, and undertook to advance the 
cause of genetic research in connection with the Development Commission 
and his own Department. 

Lord Bledisloe wished to refer to one matter. He noticod that the 
Obmmittee had decided not to proceed with the investigation into the 
protoin content of roots. He thought that in this country we had been 
perhaps a little behindhand as compared with certain Continental countries 
m this line of research. In recent years most valuable work had been 
done m this connection by the Agricultural Department of Denmark. In 
fact, the most up-to-date work on this subject came from Denmark. The 
results had beon published in English, and he ventured to hope that some 
members of the Council, at any rate, would study them. 

On a motion from the chair, tho seal of tho {Society was affixed to the 
agreement with the Corporation of Reading in connection with the holding 
of the 1920 Show, and to a letter of attorney to the Society’s bankers for 
tho sale of £5,560 17s. 8d. Five Per Cent. War Stock 1929-1947. 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, 1925. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart., C.V.O. (President), in the Chair. 

Before commencing the business on the agenda, the President re¬ 
ferred to the loss the Council had sustained in the passing of Mr. W. W. 
Chapman. Mr. Chapman was, he said, a man of many parts and a most 
industrious worker in the cause of live stock breeding and its improvement. 
He became a Member of the “ Royal ” in 1881 and a Governor in 1913, 
since which year he had represented tho division of London on the Council. 
He was at the time of his death Secretary of the National Cattle Breeders’ 
Association and the National Sheep Breeders’ Association, and had been 
connected with the Southdown, Kent or Romney Marsh and other sheep 
societies. As a shipper and exporter of live stock, he must have had some 
valuable animals through his hands at various times, whilst as an agricul¬ 
tural joumalist his untiring pen had expressed his views in many journals 
and in other branches of literature. 

The President added that he happened to be in the office when the 
Secretary received notification of Mr. Chapman’? death, and he immediately 
wrote to his widow, but he was sure it would be the wish of the Council 
that he should convey their sympathy to Mrs. Chapman and her family. 

The members present signified their assent by rising in their seats. 
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The President scud he was suie all the members would very much 
regret to hear that their good friend Mr. Miln, who had taken such an 
active part m the arrangements for the Chester Show, was knocked down 
by an omnibus at Euston Station on the mght before last. Ho broke his 
leg and fractured a small bone m his ankle. The log was set yestorday. 
Ho had heard that morning that Mr. Mi In was going on very well and had 
had a comfortable mght. 

Three new Governors and 184 new Members were elected. 

On the motion of Mr. Adeane it was resolved :— 

*' That the Westminster Bank, Ltd , 1 St James’s Square, be requested to open a 
new current account, in the name of the Society, to be styled ‘ Uilbty Bequest Account,’ 
and to transfer to the credit of this account the sum of £206 9# 44 from the Society a 
General Account, representing accumulated income and funds unin\est(d 

“ That the Bank be authorised and directed to invest this sum in tho purchase of 
Metropolitan Water Board * A ’ Stock in tho name of the Society as on addition to tho 
existing holding of £1,140 of like stock, and to hold the certificates of the entire holding 
on a separate security account styled * Gilbt y Bequest Account * 

“That the Bank bo directed to place to the credit of tho Gllbey Bequtst Account 
all dividends receive d on the above holding of Metropolitan Watt r Board ' A ’ Stock ’ 

The first three paragiaphs of the Report of tho Chemical Committee 
having boon presented, the President said that a resolution had been 
handed m by Lord Strachie It would bo seconded by Sir William Mount. 
It rested with tho Council whether it was allowed to bo put or not The 
pioper notice had not been given, but under the bye laws the Council 
< ould decide It was as follows : 

* That tho Council of tho Royal Agricultural Society of England Is opposed to any 
duty being placed upon imported superphosphates ” 

He asked v, hether the Council would allow it to be moved. 

Permission having boon given. Lord Strachie moved that tho reso¬ 
lution which tho President had road should be adopte ' by the Council. 
Ho did it on tho following grounds The Agricultural Committee of tho 
Somerset County Council the othei day unanimously passed a resolution 
to a similar effect, and ho thought it very desirable that a great Society 
such as the Royal, which represented agriculturists, should be asked to 
pass a similoi lesolution, because of the gieat weight and effect that it 
\* ould have with the Board of Trade in such a matter It was not necossary 
for him to labour a matter of that sort, with so many experts present, 
who, he thought, would entuely agree with him that it would be a very 
serious matter mdeed if the application of the manufacturers of fertilisers 
was acceded to Tho object of tho manufacturers seemed to be either the 
entire prohibition of tho import of superphosphates or tho imposing of such 
a heavy duty upon them that tho cost to the arable farmer would be 
increased from 50 to 100 por cent, or might even be trebled. Those who 
were interested m the cultivation of arable land considered superpliospliates 
very much as their raw mateiial It had always been said in ieferonce to 
raw material that no taxation at all ought to be put upon it. He was one 
of those who felt that it was a very serious matter mdeed to begin to enter 
upon the question of imposing taxation upon imports of raw material, 
whether the farmers’ raw material or the manufacturers’ raw material. 
The fertiliser manufacturing industry was not like a new industry, such as 
the sugar-beet industry, which was an entirely different matter. It was 
usually acknowledged that m the case of a new industry it might be desir¬ 
able to give a subsidy for a certain number of years in order to start it. 
This was an entirely different matter. He was quite sure that arable 
farmers, whether they were growing corn or growing potatoes, would 
agree with him when he said that it would be a very serious matter mdeed 
ior them if a heavy duty was put upon superphosphates, and that it 
would certainly be ruinous if the import was prohibited altogether. 

Sir William Mount, m seconding, said that he did not think that ho 
need add much to what Lord Strachie had said. Although it might fce 
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said, and he dare Bay with truth, that the manufacturers of superphos¬ 
phates in this country had been very hard hit, no one, he thought, could 
deny that agriculturists were equally hard hit, and a time when every effort 
was being made to encourage the use of artificial manures amongst farmers 
seomed to him to be rather an inopportune time to impose a duty which 
might have the effect of hampering the use of a very useful article like 
superphosphates. 

Colonel G. L. Courthope said that, while he was in entire agreement 
with the mover and seconder of the motion that anything that might 
hamper the agricultural industry or add to its difficulties should be opposed 
by the Society, he should rather deprecate the passing of such a motion 
until the Society had before it the Report of the Safeguarding of Industries 
Committee, which he understood was investigating the matter. Ho did 
not think that members know enough about the question. Personally, he 
frankly confessed ignoranoe on the subject. He thought that it was 
conceivable that when they had full information before them they might 
find themselves in the position of discovering that it was a question be¬ 
tween maintaining two sources of supply—a foreign supply and a home 
supply—and eliminating the home on*., and leaving it entirely in the hands 
of the foreigner. If that position did arise, he doubted whether it would 
be in the interests of the farmer, the user of superphosphate, to refuse to 
maintain the British industry. On the other hand, they might find a 
totally different set of circumstancos wliich would entirely justify Lord 
Strachie’s proposal. Ho would ask Lord Strachie to consent to an adjourn¬ 
ment of the discussion until the Report of the Safeguarding of Industries 
Committee on this particular subject was in tlieir hands. 

Mr. Christopher Middleton said that the matter came before the 
Chemical Committee on the previous day, and while a good many of the 
members were entirely in sympathy with the motion moved by Lord Stracliie, 
they felt that there were two sidos to the question, and that it was not 
opportune at the moment for the Council to take the action indicated by 
Lord Strachie’s motion. There was a Departmental Committee con¬ 
sidering the question, and he thought that, until members had tho Report 
of that Committee in their hands, they were scarcely in a position to 
pronounce a final opinion on the matter. He thought that it would be a 
very good thing for the Society to nominate someone representing the 
large users of superphosphates in this country to give evidence before the 
Committee. There was no doubt that there was a good deal to be said on 
either side, and it was possible that, if the motion were earned, it might 
eventually make superphosphates dearer instead of cheaper. Ho believed 
that there were very great difficulties at the present moment attached to 
the manufacture of superphosphates in this country. The passing of the 
motion might possibly do a great deal of harm. He thought that the 
best course to take at the present moment would be for Lord Strachie 
to withdraw his motion, and ask that the Society should send a witness or 
witnesses to give evidence before the Committee. 

Mr. Ltodington said that ho had thought it best that paragraph 4 of 
the Chemical Report should not be read until Lord Strachie had moved 
his resolution. He would like to ask the Secretary now to road that 
paragraph. 

Sir Douglas Newton wished to reinforce the view put forward by 
Colonel Courthope, that the members ought not to act with precipitancy 
in regard to the matter. It would be quite possible to devise a scheme 
by which assistance would be given to the superphosphate manufac¬ 
turers, and at the same time no disadvantage accrue to the agricultural 
community. He did not think that they were in a position to deal with 
the matter until they saw the Report of the Departmental Committee. 

Lord Bledisloe hoped that the Council would not at that stage pass 
such a resolution as Lord Straohie suggested. As Colonel Courthope had 
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pointed out, the matter was now sub judice , and the proper way, of course, 
in which to expioss an opimon was by sending witnesses to give evidence 
before the Safeguarding of Industries Committee. At a subsequent 
stage, when the Committee’s Report was available, it would still be open 
to the Council, if it thought fit, to pass a resolution in the terms suggested 
by Lord Strachie, beforo any action was taken. The Ministry of Agricul¬ 
ture had been approached with a view to their giving evidence in support 
of the claim of the superphosphate manufacturers ; but they did not feel 
justified m taking any action m the mutter, as obviously there was a good 
deal to be said on both sides At any rate, the Ministry of Agriculture 
did not feel justified m appearing to take a side which might be regarded 
os mimical to agricultural interests. 

Mr. Luddington then moved that the following minute (paragraph 4) 
of the Chemical Committee be added to their report:— 

*' It had been reported to the Committee that Lord Strachie proposed to ask the 
permission of the Council on Wednesday to move a resolution to the effect that the 
Society is opposed to any duty hemp placed upon Imported superphosphates After 
discussion, the Committee had decided to expresfl the view that, pending the issue of 
the repoit of the Committee which is considering this question, the Chemical Committee 
consider it premature to express an opinion." 

Lord Strachie asked to be allowed to refer to what had been said by 
Mr. Christopher Middleton Mr. Middleton had asked him to withdraw 
his motion, and at tho same time had said that it was desirable that a 
witness should be sent to the Departmental Committee to express the 
views of the Council He did not see how the Council could send any 
witness to express its views if it did not pass any resolution. One of his 
objects was to get an expression of opinion from the Council on the question 
whether it was or was not opposed to the proposed import duty. If if 
was opposed to it, then, naturally, the proper thing to J o under the cir¬ 
cumstances—and it would bo desirable, no doubt, also from the Com¬ 
mittee’s point of view—would be that the Council should be represented 
and that evidence should bo given on its behalf against the proposed 
import duty That seemed to him to be very simple On the other hand, 
he could not understand Sir Douglas Newton and the Parliamentary 
Secretary of the Ministry of Agriculture, who took the view that it was 
better to wait until the question was decided against agriculturists, and 
that thon agriculturists should make their protest. Surely that was 
locking the stable door after the horse had been stolon Ho was rather 
surprised at his noble fuend objoctmg to the motion, because when the 
question came beforo the Agricultural Committee of the Somerset County 
Council Sir Robert Sandois, late Mmistor of Agnculturo, got up and most 
strongly supported a motion similar m effect to that which he (Lord 
Strachie) had moved, deprecating tho imposition of an import duty. He 
would not have taken up that attitude if he had thought that it was not a 
proper thing for the Ministry of Agriculture to give evidence before the 
Committee. He must persist m his motion because he thought that it 
would be vory sonous indeed if a great Society like the Royal did not 
express any opimon m regard to a matter which was of vital and grave 
importance to the arable farmers of this country. He must really press 
it, because he considered that it would put thf Council m an unfavourable 
position if it was not to express an opimon upon it and if it was not to 
send a witness to give evidence before the Committee. 

Mr. Luddington thon movod the fourth paragraph of the Report 
of the Chemical Committee as an amendment to Lord Strachie’s motion. 
The amendment was earned with two or three dissentients. 

Sir Douglas Newton said that, arising out of the Report of the 
Implement Committee and the proposed sugar-beet trials, he understood 
that the rules governing those tnals would exclude the trial of any machine 
not wholly made, or at any rate principally made, m this country. Whfie, 
no doubt, it was a good rule to give as much preference to our own peojne 
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in every way as was possible, at the same time, m the ease of an entirely 
new development*like the sugar-beet industry, for the furtherance of which 
there was no machinery, or practically no machinery, in this country, it 
seemed to him to be unwise to exclude the trial of Continental machinery 
He had received a letter, a sample of many, from a farmer who said that he 
had heard of an implement used on the Continent for lifting sugar beet, 
and that if he (Sir Douglas) knew anything about it he would like to know, 
if he could tell him, where it could be purchased, and the approximate 
pnee That was the kmd of letter which he was constantly getting 
from his fannor friends It might be well for the Council to request the 
Implement Committee to consider the matter m the light of the exceptional 
circumstances which obtained m regard to sugar beet lifting and topping 
with a view to having some classes open for Continental competition 
What farmers m the Eastern counties who were going m for sugar beet 
growing feared was not the preparation of the land, and was not e\en 
the singling of the crop, but it was the lifting and the topping If the 
difficulty of the lifting and the topping could be got over (and they could 
see no way of getting over it except 1 \ the use of machinery of an improvod 
type) a great boon would have been conferred on the unhappy arable acres 
of the Lastem counties He moved that the Committee be requested to 
c onsidor the desirability of having open classes m the proposed trials 

Colonel bTANYFORTH said that, personally, he was very surprised, and 
he thought that the members of the Council would be very surprised, that 
Sir Douglas Newton should raise the question that day as he had done, 
inasmuch as it had been before the Council for about a year and a half 
He (Colonel Stanyforth) had spoken about it several times at the Council 
It was only at the last moment that Sir Douglas soemed to have heard 
anything about sugar-beet lifters The speaker then quoted from a letter 
received fiom Sir Douglas and suggested that as a member of the Council 
Sir Douglas was informed of the position six or eight months ago He 
might have known all about it if he had studied the work of the Imple¬ 
ment Committee with refei ence to trials The Committee had gone into the 
subject very thoroughly, and it was felt that the present was a time when 
agriculturists should try to help the English manufacturers of implements 
as much as they possibly could As to it being possible to make an alter 
ation now, he must pomt out that the regulations and the notices of the 
trials taking place had been issued for some time, and therefore the Com¬ 
mittee could not possibly suggest any alteration m the presont trials, and 
he did not think that the Council would suggest that it was possible to 
make any alteration When it met yesterday the Committee know that 
Sir Douglas was gomg to raise the question, but it considered that it 
would be quite impossible to make any alteration He was soiry that this 
all important subject should have escaped the attention of Sir Douglas 
before , but the position had been gone into very carefully by the Com¬ 
mittee, and it could not suggest to the Council that it should make any 
alteration m the trials In fact, he did not think that it could possibly 
do so 

Colonel G L Coitrthope said that the Chairman of the Committee had 
e" plainod that it was impracticable to make any alteration , but he w ould 
like to pomt out tliat it was undesirable to make any alteration It was 
the common practice, he understood, among machinery manufacturers of 
all lands for them to arrange for the manufacture of their machines, 
patented or otherwise, at the works, and by the operatives of machinery 
manufacturers m other countries m which they wanted to effect sales 
Our own machinery manufacturers made such arrangements for the manu¬ 
facture of their machines abroad In connection with the industry m 
which both Sir Douglas Newton and he were interested arrangements were 
actually m operation at the present moment by which the patentees of 
foreign machinery, not, it was true, as far as lie was aware, machinery for 
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the lifting of the crop, but machinery for the conversion of the crop into 
sugar, were having maclunery manufactured in this country. The machin¬ 
ery equipment for two factories was, witlun his personal knowledge, 
being made on the Clyde It was of foreign design, and it was being made 
under foreign supervision He wanted that same principle applied hore 
to sugar-beet lifting machinery If the foieign manufacturer thought 
that he had a machine which was better than its competitors he would 
wish to sell it m this country LTndei existing legulations, he would 
have to come to an arrangement with an English maclunery manufacturer 
to make it for him undei his supervision, or else he would have to set up a 
factory. He (the speakei) did not mind which the foreign manufacturei 
did , but he was sure that it was desirable that, while sugar-beet growers 
wanted to get the very best machinery the world could produce for then 
cultivation, it should be made here If it was made here it stood to 
leason that it would be much more accessible to the ordinary farmei 
who wanted to purchase it than it would be if he had to go and look for it 
m Czecho-Slovakia or some other remote comer of the earth. 

Sir Douglas Newton said that as Colonel Stanyforth had rathei 
directed his observations at him because he had had the temerity to 
speak upon what he regarded as a very important pomt, he would like 
to say that he was very sorry if he had caused the Committee any trouble , 
but he was not a member of it, and therefore he could not have attended 
itb meetings. Certainly he had not xealised that a decision had been token. 
He still adhered to Ins view that m a new venture like the sugar-beet 
industry, it was necessary to get the best machmeiy the world could 
produce to help the poor sugar beet growers m the Eastern counties 
if the limitation was going to shut out fiom the trials the best and most 
suitable machinery, then he ventured to sa> that the Committee was not 
fulfilling its primary object of domg everythmg pos« hie to further the 
interests of the agriculturists of tins country 

Sir Mrrrlk Burreli moved the adoption of the report of the Re 
search Committee In domg so, he wished, on behalf of the Committee, 
to express their very sincere regret that the absence of their Chairman was 
due to illness The Duke b wide experience, Ins quu k grasp of essentials, 
and his power of both forming and expressing an opinion, made him an 
ideal chairman Everyone on the Committee would agree that his absence 
from it was a veiy real loss They were all glad to hear that he was now 
on the road to recovory He was sure that every membor of the Council 
would join m wishing him a rapid and complete return to his full health, 
and in hoping that they might soon have the pleasure of seeing him once 
moie amongst them 

Ab regards the Report he had vertf little to say, except that he hoped 
that within the next month or so the Committee might be able to tell the 
Council something quite definite about its experiments m the feeding of 
bullocks The Committee had every hope that as the result of those 
experiments they would be able to save the farmers of this country a 
very Urge amount of money m the fattening of cattle m the future. 

On a motion from the Chair, the Seal of the Society was affixed to 
a iequest to the Bank of England that the Westminster Bank, Ltd, 
hold the Society's stock m3} per cent Conversion Loan , and a request 
for the transmission of dividends on the same stock to the Society's 
bankers. 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 27, 1925, 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart, C V O (President), in the Chair 

Three new Governors and 100 new Members were elected 
The report of the Finance Committee was received and adopted, 
and, on the motion of Mr Adeane, seconded by Mr Ernest Mathews, it 
was resolved — 

* That the Secretary be empowered to Issue to any duly nominated candidate for 
membership of the Society, on receipt of the annual subscription a badge admitting 
the candidate to the same privileges as a member during the forthcoming show at Chester, 
the formal election of such candidate to be considered by the Council at their next ordinary 
meeting ' 

The Presidfnt thought that members would all be very gratified 
to know what a splendid number of entries there was for Chester There 
was a record entry of cattle for the Royal There had never been as many 
entered before, and it was very satisfactory 

He was pleased to be able to say that Ilis Majesty The King would visit 
the bhow on Wednesday, July 8th, ornvrng at tlio Royal Pavilion at 12 
noon, and ho hoped that os many men is of the Council as could possibly 
do so would be tlieie to receive liim 

Mr Davis Brown drew attention to the question of ontry fees at the 
Show The amount received for entrance fees for cattle was, he said, £4,700 
or thereabouts It seemed to him that the fee of £3 per animal was 
exceedingly heavy, and acted as a deterrent to men who were not par 
ticulaily wealthy m sending what might be some of the best animals to the 
Show He did not ilimk thvt the Society erred on the side of liborality 
with regard to its prize money If it was looked into, it would be found 
that the entrance lee was 20 per cent of the first pnze He mentioned 
the point because lie hoped that the Counc il might be able before another 
year to take into consideration the possibility of lowering the fee 

Tho Presidlnt assured Mr Brown that they all wished that the entry 
fee could be roduetd, but it did not seem to l>o a great deterrent It 
must bo remembered that thore was a loss on every member s entry Tho 
stalls had to be strong and the bu ldmgs had to stand far longer than any 
other show s buildings, because they had to be elected so far ahead Many 
of the animals came on 1 nday before the Show, and most of thorn stayed 
until the Monday after Ihey wore stalled, provided with hay and stiaw, 
and given green food and everything that they possibly wanted Under 
the circumstances £3 was really very cheap What was done could not be 
done for the money or ail'} thing like it 

Mr Davis Brown thought that, consider mg the financial position of the 
Society, the foe might be lowored a little 

The President replied that the Committee would see what could be 
done 

Mr Mathews, m presenting tho Report of the Dairy and Produce 
Committee, explained that tho suiting that Prwco Henry had been pleased 
to accept at the Leicester Show unfortunatoly turned out a little too short 
to make a suit of clothes, and therefore Piofossor Barker had to begin 
again It was a most curious tiling that he was unable to get any South 
down wool that was good onough aftei July until the spring of this year 
That was the leal reason of the dcla-y, winch Piofessor Barker had explained 
fully to him However, Prince Henry, m his letter, was kind enough to 
say that it w is quite worth waiting for 

The Secretary announced that the Trustees of tho Queen Victoria 
Gifts Fund had docidod to make a grant of £140 to the Royal Agricultural 
Benevolent Institution for the year 1925, to be devoted to grants of £10 
each m respect of male candidates, married couples and female candidates, 
the actual distubution m oath class to be left until after the election to 
pensions by the Royal Agricultural Benevolent Institution 
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THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1925. 

Sir Gilbert Green all, Bart., C.V.O. (President), in the Chair. 

The President said that, before proceeding to the ordinary business, 
it was with deep regret that he had to announce to the Council officially 
the deaths of two of their number since the last meeting. Sir Bowen 
Bowen-Jones joined the Society m 1867. He was the “ Father ” of the 
Council, having been elected to the Society’s Governing Body m the year 
1871. During the period of more than half-a-contury Sir Bowen served 
tho Society in many officos. He was a Steward of Implements from 
1881 to 1883 and from 1897 to 1899 ; ho was Steward ot Forage m 1884 ; 
a Steward of Stock from 1890 to 1893 ; and Stewaid of tho Agricultural 
Education Exhibition from its inception m 1903 till 1914. Ho was also 
one of the original Members of the National Agrieultuial Examination 
Board In his youngei days Sir Bowen took a prominent part m the 
work of many of the Standing Committees; but to most of thoso present 
he would probably be best remembered for his activities as Chairman for 
sovoral years of the Chemical and Woburn Committee. Among Sir Bowen’s 
contributions to the Society’s Journal was an article on “ Typical Farms m 
Cheshire ” which he wrote m connootion with the Society’s visit to Chester 
in 1893. Ho had been elected a Vice-President m 1906, and a Trustee m 
1909 He had filled the office of President m the year 1919 for the Cardiff 
Meetmg, the first post-war Show, which would be remembered as the most 
successful ever held up to that time. 

Mr. C. Howard Taylor, whose passing it was the President’s melan¬ 
choly duty also to report, had joined the Society in 1888. He had been a 
Member of the Council since 1918 as one of the representatives of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire. He had served on the Cliemica and the Botanical 
Committees. 

Tho President expressed his regret that he had been unable to attend 
either funeral, but he had been represented on both occasions. He was 
sure they all deeply regretted the loss of those two most useful members. 

A vote of condolence with tho bereaved families was passed by the 
Council, the members present rising m their places. 

On the motion of the President, seconded by Mr. R. B. Neilson, 
it was resolved: 

“ That the best thanks of the Society are due and are hereby tendered to * 

(1) The Officials of the General Poet Office for tho efficient postal arrangements In con- 
ncction with the Show 

(2) The Chief t omraissloner of Police for the efficient services rendered by the detachment 
of Metropolitan Police on duty in the bhowyard 

(3) The Chief Constable of Chester for tho efficient Police anangements in connection with 
the Show 

(4) The 8t John Ambulance Brigade, No IV District, for the efficient Ambulance 
arrangements in the Showyard. 

(6) Messrs Barclays Bank, Ltd , local Bankers, for the efficient services rendered by their 
officials 

(0) Messrs Morrywcather & Sons, Ltd , for tho provision of fire protection appliances, and 
for the effluent arrangements made by them in connection with the hire Station in 
tho Showyard 

(7) Messrs Brown <fc Co (Chester), ltd , for decorating and furnishing the Royal Pavilion 
and for supplying furniture for offices * 

(8) Messrs Dicksons Nurseries, Ltd ,for providing Floral Decorations at Royal Pavilion " 

Letters of thanks were also ordered to be sent to various individ uals 
and firms for assistance kindly rendered, and for the loan of articles for the 
purposes of the Show. 

The Secretary read a letter from the Principal of the Cheshire School 
of Agriculture, Reasehoath, extending to the Council and Members of the 
Society a cordial invitation to visit the School and the Experimental 
Farms attached thereto that afternoon. 
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proceedings at tbe 

General Meeting of Governors and flDembers, 

HLLD IN THF LARGE TENT IN THE SHOWYARD AT CHESTER, 

THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1926. 

SIR GILBERT GBEENALL, BART., C.V.O. (PRESIDENT), IN THE CHAIR. 

President’s Opening Remarks. 

The President said that, first of all, they could oongratulate them 
selves on the wonderful show which was being held there They looked 
forward to the financial result when it was known as likely to be one of the 
most successful in the long history of the Society They all remembered 
the serious outbreaks of foot and mouth disease during the last two years 
and that Cheshire had Buffered more in this respect than other counties, 
m fact, the county was almost entire T donuded of its cattle When one 
thought of this and the remarkable recovery made by the county in sue h a 
short space of time, it was not to be wondered at that tho men of Cheshire 
and its adjoining counties should, under the happier circumstances exist 
mg to day, do all m their power to make this Show a memorable one 

He must congratulate the Local Committee upon the very fine ground 
placed at the Society s disposa 1 , although a special resolution of thanks 
would be passed a little later on m the proceedings When ho had first 
inspected the ground it was a senes of small fields, badly dramed or hardly 
drained at all, and those who had paid a visit to the site some year or so 
ago would find it hard to realise that such an admirable showyard as they 
taw that day could have been made Their thanks were also due to the 
exhibitors of both implements and live stock, who had always stood so 
loyally by the Society He realised thoir difficulties, their disappoint¬ 
ments, as well as their joys, and knew from expenonce that attending and 
exhibiting at shows was not an unalloyed pleasure That Show m all 
sections was an excellent one, and the number of cattle entnes had created 
a record (Applause ) 

Without the members of the Council, however, and the Stewards, who 
did so much to assist in tho organisation of the Show, it could not be 
earned out so efficiently as it was, and he would like to tender to them 
on behalf of Governors and Members as well as himself their united thanks 

He did not want to weary them with figures, but he would just like 
to remind them that the present was the third Royal Show at Chester 
The first was m 1858, and probably some of them had seen a print of 
this Show which was held on a portion of the Roodee, covenng about 
25 acres Entnes of live stock were then 1,026, representing 4 breeds of 
cattle, 2 breeds of horses, 4 breeds of sheep and 2 breeds of pigs The 
attendance was 62,539, and the financial result was a profit of £1,119, the 
first the Sooiety ever made 

In 1893, when the Show agam visited Chester (and he dared say there 
were many present who, like himself, had been present at that Show), it was 
held in the vicinity of Hoole on a site extending to 70 acres The pnze 
list provided for 11 breeds of horses, 14 breeds of cattle, 17 breeds of sheep 
and 6 breeds of pigs Entnes numbered 2,059 On that occasion the 
attendance was 115,908, and the Society added a sum of £2,404 to its 
account as a result of the Show 

Now in the magnificent showyard of nearly 150 acres they saw to-day, 
as the result of the Society’s continued labours for the improvement of 
live stock and the help of the farmer and breeder, some 16 breeds of horses, 
22 breeds of cattle, 25 breeds of sheep and 12 breeds of pigs, with a total 
entry of approximately 4,000, excluding poultry and small live stock. 
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In 1858 the total amount offered for prizes was about £1,800. In 
1893 the total amount offered for prizes was £6,393. This yoar no less a 
sum than £16,411 was offered, the Society’s contribution having as usual 
been generously augmented by the Local Committee, Breed Societies and 
others interested. 

At the previous Chester Show Cheshire cheese was, of courso, a prom¬ 
inent feature, and this year 295 entries had been made. Here, again, the 
prize fund had been increased by donations from the Local Committee 
and the Cheshire Cheese Foderatioi, while two valuable gold cups had 
been piesented by mombers of the Cheshire Hunt The Cheshire Agricul¬ 
tural Society had, m accordance with the usual custom, withheld its county 
show this year, and its members had received the same privileges for the 
year as the members of the Royal Agricultural Society of England. 

This visit of His Majesty the King on the previous day roused the enthu¬ 
siasm of all who attended the show, and would (ontnbuto m a very great 
measure to its success. They had also received visits from many dis¬ 
tinguished foreign and colonial agriculturists. Many of these farmed 
vast areas of land m the colomes, and wore great breeders and importers 
of pedigree stock. He knew they would go away with an excellent impres¬ 
sion of that great Show, which they would carry back to their own coun¬ 
tries and talk about for a very long time to come 

They had also received a party of sixty South Afucan farmers, who 
had expressed to him personally their great admiration of all they had 
seen 

He could not resume his seat without peisonally expressing his thanks 
to His Worship the Mayor of Chester, the Town Clerk, and Major Denton 
Clark for all the hard work they had put m for more than twolve months, 
which had contributed so largely m evolvmg their great Exhibition of all 
that was best in English agriculture. (Applause ) 

Cops for Cheshire Cheese. 

The President then called upon the High Sheriff of Cheshire (Major 
Robert Barbour) to present the two cups offorod by the subscribers to 
the Cheshire Hunt for competition m the Cheshire cheese section. 

Major Barbour said that, m the absence of Mr Midwood, Master of the 
Hunt, he was very proud to be allowed to do this. Ho thanked the Presi¬ 
dent and Council of the Royal Agricultural Society for allowing the pre¬ 
sentation to take place at their annual meeting The cup given in the 
competition for choose made, owned and exhibited by any'occupier of land 
exceeding 150 acres had been won by a very good friend of Cheshire cheese 
making and Cheshire hunting, Mr Charles Parton, of Haughton, Tarporley. 
Mr. Parton had boon “ up against ” tremendous opposition m the cheese 
tent, but the subscribers to that cup were particularly glad that it had 
gone to a farmer who helped hunting, and was surrounded by a good 
number of farmers who helped to give the Cheshire hounds some of their 
best runs. (Hear, hear ) The subscribers would have liked every farmer 
to have shared m the pnze, because they did appreciate the support which 
the farmers gave them. The runner-up m the same section was Mr. 
Heskoth, of Cholmondeston, Winsfoid, another very good fnend of 
Cheshire hunting The King had accepted Mr Parton’s cheese, which 
had been presented to His Majesty by Mr. Rowe Moms the previous day. 
He (the speaker) heard Mi. and Mrs. Parton explaining to His Majesty 
how they had made the cheese and been so successful. In 1858 the 
champion cheese was given to Queen Victoria, and made by a farmer, 
Mr. Willis, of Ridley—who had lived very new to Mr. Parton’s farm, 

In presenting the Cup to Mr. and Mrs Parton, who received it amid 
applause, Major Barbour said: “ May I, as Chairman of the Cheshire 
Dairy Farmers’ Association, ask Mr. Parton to try to console some of 
the disappointment of his opponents through the cup at my experts* T ” 



xlii 


General Meeting, July 9, 1926 

The Champion Cup for cheese made, owned and exhibited by any 
occupier of land of 80 acres or under had been won, continued Major 
Barbour, by Mr A P Sadler, son of a very good fnond of the Cheshire 
dairying mtoiests, Mr James Sadler The runner up was Mr West 

Mayor and Corporation Thanked. 

Lieut Col H F D Disbrowe Wise, m moving “ That the best 
thanks of the Society are due and are hereby tendered to the Mayor and 
Corporation of Chester for their cordial reception of the Society,” said 
that, having been privileged to accept tho Ma> or s lavish hospitality the 
previous night, he was now privileged, on behalf of the Royal Agricultural 
Society of Lngland, to propose a very hearty vote of thanks to the Mayor 
and Corporation of Chester for making that Show the success it was 
There was no doubt that it was an unqualified success (Applause) 
In his humble judgment throe things had gone towards making the Show 
a success The first was the visit of H M tho King on the previous day 
Chester was piovorbial foi its loyalty, and if any proof were wanted it was 
shown by the affectionate and loyal i < option acc orded to His Majesty by 
the citizens of Chester The seconi vvas the kindness of that “ fickle 
goddess the weather Many of them wanted ram, but not that week 
And tho third thing was the strenuous effort the spade work ” put m 
by the Mayor and Corporation of Chester to help forwaid the great agncul 
tural interests of this country (Applause ) They were very deeply 
indebted to the Mayoi for what he had done, and hoped there might 
not be an interval of thirty years before tho Society was again invited 
to come to Chester They hoped, too, that the next would be as good a 
Show, with an equally fine site as the present showyard, winch the view 
of the Welsh mountains made so picturesque (Applause ) 

Lt Col Stanytorth, m seconding the resolution, endorsed every 
word of the pioposer He wished to say two 01 three words which he 
was afraid he forgot to say on the previous evemng He desired to draw 
attention to the fact that the Chester Corporation Electricity Committee 
had got an exhibit m the showyard demonstrating the use and application 
of electricity for agricultural and domestic purposes He wanted to let 
everybody know that they were much indebted to that Committee for 
providing electric powor free to the stands m the showyard It was 
extremely kind and liberal on their part (Applause ) The Electricity 
Committee were taking up rather a big venture with regard to supplying 
a largo district round Chester with electricity at a low cost It would 
bo a great boon to farmers and others for driving machinery and lighting 
purposes if they availed themselves of the opportunity now offered to 
them by tho Electricity Committee of the Corporation of Chester 

The vote of thanks to the Mayor and Corporation was heartily accorded 
The Mayor of Chester, m reply, thanked Col Disbrowe Wise and 
Col Stanyforth for the very kind terms m which they had spoken of tho 
efforts of the Corporation to make the show a success It had been 
a groat pleasure, but the pleasure had been overshadowed, m his opinion, 
by the great honour conferred on the city by the visit of tho Royal Agncul 
tural Society of England In an old fashioned way he replied “ If you 
are satisfied, we are gratified, if you are gratified, we are satisfied ” 
(Applause ) 

Thanks to Local Committee. 

Mr William Harrison said ho had the honour to propose — 

That the best thanks of the Society are due, and are hereby tendered to the Chester 
Local Committee for their exertions to promote the success of the Show ' 

Their President, Sir Gilbert Greenall, was also Chairman of the Executive 
of the Local Committee, and, while they all appreciated, he was sure, 
the efforts of the Local Committee, he thought that Cheshire itself h^d 
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made up its mind, knowing Sir Gilbert was to be President for the year, 
to assist him els Chairman of the Executive of the Chester Local Com¬ 
mittee The amount of work that had to be done m order to get together 
funds to make the show a success was apparent to everyone 

There would bo no doubt of the efforts of the ClieRter Local Committee 
They wore evidenced by the gonerous pnzo list that tho Society wtro 
able to offer this year It was not out of place, he thought, to bay that 
the ex Mayor (Mr Alderman Cooknll) had done a great deal of spade 
work during his Mayoralty in connection with the efforts of the Local 
Committee It was the luck of the game that gonorally the ex Mayor 
did a groat deal of the work, and the present Mayor got a groat deal of 
the glamour Ho hoped Mr Alderman Hewitt would not mind his say¬ 
ing that They all appreciated what IiekI been done by the ex Mayor 
in the year before the show took place, and they tondeied their thanks to 
Mr Cockrill 

The Rev C H Brogklfbank had great pleasure m seconding the 
resolution so ably moved by Mr Harrison He know something of tho 
work of a local committee, having served on one himself In all modesty 
ho would like to say that tho Chester Local Committee had done their 
part very well 

Tho resolution was passed unanimously 

Alderman Coc krill, m replying, said the Local Committoo were very 
pleased with the results of their labours Last year they were ploddmg 
over that ground m top boots, and could scarcely keep their feet in them 
They were very pleased that their work had beon bo successful No city 
could have had a more loyal committee or a committee rnoro interested 
m that great Society, and, on their behalf, he asked the mcotmg to accept 
their thanks ior tho resolution passed that day 

Railways Thanked 

Sir Merrik R Burrftl moved 

That the best thanks f the Sock ty are duf rad are hereby tendered to the rail way 

companies for the facilities aflorded by them in connection with the Show 

It was quite obvious that without the co operation of the railways it 
would be impossible to collect together and dispei so tho onormous weight 
of implements for a show of that kmd, let alone the vast numbers of live 
stock and other exhibits They all knew that tho railways were passing 
through very great diffit ulties, financial and otherwise, and the Society 
wore extremely grateful to the companies for having granted cheaper fares 
for members visiting the show A good many people, he thought, had 
tho idea that when the Show was held it brought a great Eid vantage to the 
railway companies m a financial sense He had, however, bf tn told that 
very often that was not so The companies were put to an onormous 
amount of trouble, special arrangements wore necessary, the woik mvolved 
much shifting of staff And at the end often thore was very little profit 

Mr EuNrsT Mathews, m secondmg tho motion, said that after what 
had fallen from Sir Mernk Burrell there remained httle for him to say 
He did hope that the facilities afforded by the railways m giving members 
reduced fares would again be granted m connection with tho Society s 
Show to take place next year at Reading 

The resolution was unanimously possod 

Members’ Suggestions. 

In reply to the usual inquiry from the chair as to whether any Governor 
or Member had any remark to make or suggestion to offer for the Council's 
consideration 

A Member begged to suggest that at the next Show special arrange¬ 
ments be made so that all exhibits entered for the Society s Silver Medal 
for “ new implements ” should be shown together, m order that mem- 
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bers of a mechanical turn of mmd might have the opportunity of seeing 
them without travelling some eight or nine miles round the stands He 
might say that every exhibitor to whom he had mentioned the proposal 
had heartily approved of it He hoped, therefore, it would commend 
itself to the Council 

The Prfstdfnt promised that the suggestion should receive consider 
ation 


Thanks to President 

Alderman James Watt (Carlisle), as one who had been referred to 
m the Press as the oldest exlnbitor at the Show, claimed the privilege of 
proposing the heartiest vote of thanks to the President for his great ser 
vices to the Society It was seldom that an institution like that had at 
its head such an organiser as Sir Gilbert Greenall had been, so courteous, 
tactful and energetic He (Mr Watt) did not remember m all his years 
any other Honorary Director who had had the honour of being President 
once, certainly not twice He prayed that Sir Gilbort would not bo 
allowed to retire, for there was muci more for their Society to do m the 
future than in the past, great as haa been its achievements 

Wo had a Government m power which was very kind to the working 
man It preferred to offer him a little gratuity weekly rather than he 
should do a day s work That must come to an end before long, and the 
ODly way he could see was that as 200,000 acres of land m this country 
weie m need of dram ng they should transfer tho dole men to that job 
They would thus provide them with work and encourage their boys to 
learn a trade, which they were not doing now, when their only job was to 
qualify for the dole Tho governing body must be backed by the people 
themselves Thoro was no institution in Lurope equal to the Royal 
4gncultural Society for power and influence, and he called upon Sir 
Gilbert and the Council to deal with that question as strongly and quickly 
as they possibly could Ihoy might then have a larger number of acres 
of arable land to employ the people (Hear, hoar ) So long as they 
had the land lying derelict there were prospects of the stately homes of 
England becoming derelict unless a change of management m the country 
took place It was to the landowneis in the past that the agriculture of 
the country was indebted, and now the democratic class of people were 
driving them off the face of the earth That day would be a serious one 
for the country when it happened The lesponsibility rested upon the 
Society, for no agricultural institution had the same power and influence, 
and there was no better organiser than Sir Gilbert * May I ask you,” 
added Mr Watt, “ to put your back into this question and help the 
country ? * 

In conclusion, he offered the President the thanks of 15,000 members 
and a whole host of exhibitors, many of whom had requested him to pro 
pose that vote of thanks, and to ask Sir Gilbert to continue in office for at 
least another ton years 

The resolution, having been seconded by Mr Jonas, was put to the 
meeting and enthusiastically earned 

Sir Gelbfrt Greenall thanked the meeting most sincerely for the 
very enthusiastic way m which they had passed that resolution He 
thanked Alderman Watt and Mr Jonas for the very kind things they had 
said, and expressed to the members present his great appreciation at being 
made their President for the second time He had done all he could 
during the yeais he had been Honorary Director to push forward the 
interests of the Society and make the Show what it ought to be —the 
greatest show m the country He thought they would all agree that the 
Show m the last twenty years had improved, and things were very different 
from what they were m the early days when the Show went to Derby 
He had had the loyal support of everybody on the Council When the 
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Society m 1906 went back to the country everyone—including those 
who were in favour of the permanent showyard—made up his mmd to 
make the Show a success It would be impossible for any one man to 
run the Show, and he had been fortunate m having the co operation of an 
excollent body of stewards, some of whom had acted ever since the 1906 
Show at Derby 

Regarding the futuro, Sir Gilbert said if any younger man came along 
—he himself was nearly sixty, though he might not look it—ho would be 
ready to give up the Honorary Directorship (Cries of “ No, no ”) But 
as long as lie was able and the Society so desired he would be quite happy 
to continue to do his best for them 

He was afraid tho task Mr Watt had put beforo him was rather a large 
one It would, he thought, take a better man than he to reform the 
country He agreed with Mr Watt that a great many peoplo who called 
themselves working men d’d not work as hard as those who wore not so 
called 

It was a difficult thing, owing to the dole, to get men back to work 
As far as he could see, the only thing some of them thought of was drawing 
the dole and riding about in charabancs The dole system would have 
to come to an end and tho sooner that happened the better it would be for 
the country 

Once again he thanked the members for the u kindness and c ourtesv 
to him, not only that day, but on every occ asion when they mot togothor 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 29, 1925, 

Sir Gilbert Greenau , Bart, C V O (President) n the Chair 
The Secretary read the following lottor 

Buckingham Palace 

July 0 

Bear 8m Gilbert —The King wishes mo to let you know how much ho enjoyed 
Ills day at the Royal Agricultuial Society Show yesterday and to thank you for all 
the trouble taken by you to make the visit a success His Majesty congratulates you 
on the excellence of all your airangcmcnts tliroughout the day 

lhe King was giad to be abk to attend the Show during the year of your Presidency, 
and hopes that tho attendances during the Beek will be all that you dosiro 

Yours sincerely, 

(Signed) A H L HARDING! 

Seven new Governors and 310 new Membeis were elected 
Mr Adeane, m presenting the Report of the Iinancl Committee, 
which was received and adopted, said he was afraid that he had no infor¬ 
mation to give the Council with regard to the rosult of the Show at Chester 
If there was a profit it was a very small ono, and he hoped, if there was a 
loss, that also would be a very small one 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr Adeane — 

* That, in order to facilitate the winding up of the accounts for the Chester Show as 
early as possible, authority be given for the issue during the recess of ordera on the 
Sooiety s Bankers for the payment of accounts connected with the Show 

Colonel Cornwallis, m presenting the Report of the Journal and 
Education Committee, said that the position with regard to the National 
Diploma Examination came before the Committee for discussion on the 
previous day The decision m the matter, if any change was hereafter 
contemplated, rested, as the members of the Council knew, with tho 
Jomt Board of the Royal and the Highland Societies It would, therefore, 
be premature to bring forward any iecommendation to the Council at the 
present time. If material changes were later on contemplated they 
would be reported to tho Council m due course 

The Report of the Judges Selection Committee, containing a report 
from the Sub Committee on the question of the contmuonoe or otherwise 
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of the system of appointing Assistant Judges, was presented Expressions 
of opmion had been given m Committee, both in favour of and against 
the continuance of the system Eventually it had been decided by the 
Committee to submit the Repoit m full to the Council, and take a vote 
of the Members present upon the two alternative systems mentioned m the 
report 

The President said that he did not intend to try to influence the 
decision of the Council, and he was quite preparod to take a vote for the 
purpose of deciding which system should be adopted, as ho considered that 
it would be a pity to divide the Council very seriously on the matter He 
thought that if he put the pioposal to adopt the Single Judge system it 
would go through He wanted it to be very clearly understood that the 
Assistant Judge system had not in the least failed at Chester There had 
been no complaints Not a single judge could Bay that it had failed 
One or two judges had Baid that they preferred the other system, but 
nobody said that the Assistant Judge system adopted at Chester was a 
failure. However, if it was not generally liked, the best thing, he thought, 
would be to revert to the Single Jl ipo system Ho felt that that was the 
only possible way out of the difhcuity It would be seen that the Com¬ 
mittee recommended that m the larger sections there should be two 
judgos, so as not to overtax the judg< & The Committeo would decide, 
later on, whic h sections they considered required two judges He thought 
that if he put the Single Judge system as an amendment to the present 
system it would go through unanimously 

A show of liands was taken, and it was agreed by 23 votes to 4 that 
the Single Judge system should be adopted 

The President said that he had every sympathy with the minority; 
but he thought that it was wiser to have the Single Judge system if there 
was any deep foeling on the matter 

In presontmg the Koport of the Implfment Committee, Colonel 
Stanyforth said he was afraid that ho would have to ask the Council to 
consider one clause that rather mvolved a principle Membors would 
hear, when the report of the Committeo of Selection and General Pur¬ 
poses was read, that the date of the Reading Show hod been fixed for the 
same week as that during which the Show was held at Chester this year 
The members were aware that the date this year and the date next yoar 
were an alteration of the Society s usual dates As the report of the 
Implement Committee stated, the feelings of implement makers were very 
strong with regaid to the change of date, inasmuch as the Highland 
Society b Show was always m the third week m July That meant, of 
course, that there were prac tically only about two days for the implement 
makers to remove their implements fiom one show to the other A 
very groat number of implement makers wished to show at the Highland 
Show as well as at the Royal, and it was said that the present arrange¬ 
ment as to dates made it practically impossible for them to do so It 
meant very much more expense to them, because they would have to have 
duplicates of the machinery they were showing It also mvolved very 
groat inconvenience to them They hoped that the Council would be able 
to fix permanently the date of the Royal Show 

Mr Aveltno having put the case on behalf of his colleagues, the 
Agricultural Engineers, the President said he quite agreed that the 
Society ought to fix the date of the Show as far as possible, but, if the 
date was fixed as suggested, the Society would find some day when it went 
to some town that it would have to alter it Those who knew the difhcuity 
of getting places to take the Show would realise that when a town said that 
it was impossible to have the Show in a certain week, it was not possible 
to go there in that week Newcastle would not have the Show during the 
Gosforth Park meeting Cambridge would not have the Show during 
Newmarket week Nme times out of ten it would be found that the week 
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fixed for this year was an open week. It would not be possible to revert 
to the old week for Roading, because that would involve clashing with 
Henley Whatever time was satisfactory, it would be found that it was 
impossible to adhere to it invariably. It was very difficult to get a place 
to take the Show, and it was necessary to fall m with local arrangements 
He oonsideied that by far the best was the week lixed for the Chester 
Show It made absolutely no difference to him personally, and he had 
no feehng in the matter. He thought that it was the freest week of the 
two from an agricultural point of v.ew 

After some further discussion, the Secretary was instructed to com¬ 
municate with the Highland Society as to the dates fixed for next year’s 
Show. The question of fixing permanently the dates of future shows was 
deferred. 

The Report of the Committee or Selection and General Purposes 
was received and adopted, including a recommendation that Lt -Col. E W. 
Stanyforth be elected a Trustee, and Mr. William Harrison a Vice- 
President 

The Research Committoo’s Report having been presented. Lord 
Biedisloe said that there was a conversation at tho meeting of the 
Committee on the previous day m reference to the proposed future scope 
of the work of the Committoo, and particularly as to whether it would be 
advisablo for the Committee to turn its attention to the collation of the 
up to date research work of the different research stations, and the dis¬ 
semination m popular and intelligible language of the more valuable 
results of such research woik to farmers throughout the country If he 
might be allowed to say so, tho Ministry of Agriculture recognised the 
very valuable work which the Society was doing m the matter of research 
and expei iment, particularly m the matter of carrying out field experi¬ 
ments by way of confiimation and demonstiauon ol Hie more limited 
experiments which were earned out at the research stations. The other 
work which was now contemplated was work winch, m fact, to be quite 
frank, was not being sufficiently earned out at the present time, and 
whieh was intended to bo, at one time at any rate, part of the work of the 
Ministry He wanted to suggest on behalf of the Ministry that it might 
be advisable, if the Research Committee, or any committee appointed from 
their number, or any committee that the Council chose to appoint instead, 
conferred with the Ministry on the subject, m Older, if possible, to avoid 
overlapping, and m order, if possible, to agree with the Ministry what 
was the most useful scopo of work m that connection that the Society 
could carry out He, personally, held rather strong views on the subject. 
He would like to see the respective spheres of the Ministry and the Royal 
Agricultural Society, the premier agricultural society of England, so 
delimited as to enable the Society to carry through this most valuable 
work without interference from the Ministry of Agriculture in the future, 
whoever might be those who for the time being were serving that Depart¬ 
ment He might incidentally mention, as he had had occasion to mention 
to Sir Daniel Hall that morning, that a great deal of the value of the 
scientific work which was passing from the Danish Ministry of Agriculture 
to Danish farmers, and of which so much was heard, was due to the fact 
that the Danish Agricultural Society, which resembled m Denmark the 
Royal Agricultural Society in this country, was m fact the channel for the 
communication and interpretation of Hie work of the State research 
stations for the benefit of the farmers. It might bo useful to appoint some 
committee, or to appomt the Research Committee, to confer with the 
Ministry of Agnoulture on the matter with a view to avoiding overlapping 
and to strengthen the hands of the Society m respect of research and 
experimental work. 

Mr. Adeane said that he had no right to speak for the Research Com¬ 
mittee, and he very much regretted that Sir Memk Burrell was not pre&nt 
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at the Council meeting. Unfortunately, the Finance Committee sat at 
exactly the same hour as the Research Committee, and he was able to 
attend only the end of the meeting of the Research Committee, and there¬ 
fore it was a little difficult for him to follow the proceedings. But he was 
quite sure that the Research Committee would welcome a conference 
with the Ministry of Agriculture on the question. He would like to move 
that the Sub Committee, which had already been appointed to go into the 
matter of collating research work, the sub-committee of the Research 
Committee, which consisted of Sir Merrik Burrell, Lord Bledisloe, Mr. 
JDampier Whetham and Mr. Orwin, be asked to confer with the Ministry. 

Lord Bledisloe asked that his name might be omitted. 

Mr Adeane then proposed that the name of Mr Evens should be 
substituted for that of Lord Bledisloe. 

The motion was carried and the Report was adopted. 

On the motion of the President, the Seal of the Society was affixed 
to a transfer form for the purchase of £317 5s 2d. Metropolitan Water 
Board 3 per cent Stock m connection with the Gilbey Bequest 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1926. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart, C V O (Piesident), m the Chair 

Seventeen new Members were elected. 

Mr. Adeane, m presenting the Report of the Finance Committee, said 
that the only thing of importance m it was the report of the sub-committee 
which was appointed by the Council on July 29 to consider the question 
of the appointment of professional accountants and also the whole of the 
administration of the office He thought that the recommendations made 
by the Finance Committee had been very fully dealt with m the repoit 
winch had just been read. The work of the Society had increased enor¬ 
mously in every direction during the last ten years, and it was undoubtedly 
necessary that the staff should be increased. The accountants’ and 
auditors work had also increased, and he was afraid that their work would 
cost the Society more in the future. He considered that altogether m a 
full year the increased expenditure under that head would be about £800 
With regard to paragraph 5 of the report, the profit on the show at Chester 
would, he thought, amount to about £350 

In presenting a Report from the Orchards and Fruit Plantations 
Committee—which was adopted—Colonel Wheeler said that tho Federa¬ 
tion of British Growers, who had been (o-operating with the Society 
for the last four years m running the competitions, had now been amal¬ 
gamated with the National Farmers’ Union The members of the Oi chards 
and Fruit Plantations Committee hoped that the Fanners’ Union, through 
its Fruit and Vegetable Committee, would contmue to render the same 
help as the Federation of British Growers had rendered hitherto. 

In moving the adoption of the Report of the Veterinary Committee, 
the Earl of Northbrook scud that there were two matters upon which 
he wished to say a few words. The first was on the question of the new 
Draft Order deeding with Sheep Scab He fancied that most of the members 
of the Council were acquainted with the provisions of that Draft Order, 
because an explanatory letter had been circulated to all Local Authorities 
thioughout the country for their observations, and it had also been sent 
to agricultural societies. Bnefiy, the reason for the introduction of the 
Order was that the Ministry admitted the failure of the Order of 1923. 
That Order embodied a principle that had the support of a considerable 
numbei of members of the Council, namely, the placing upon sheep-owners 
of the onus of taking all reasonable steps to keep their sheep free from 
scab. No doubt that principle was a very excellent one The observation 
of the Ministry in its explanatory letter was that it had not been found 
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practicable to enforce the Order effectively. It was upon that ground that 
it was now proposed to revoke tho Order and to substitute the provisions 
of the new Draft Order that had been circulated. One of the main features 
of the new Order was that there was to bo a general dipping of sheep 
throughout the whole country during a period of six weeks towards the end 
of the year. The date suggested by tho Draft Order was from July 15 
to August 31. During that period no sheop could be moved from one 
geographical county to another unless accompanied by a certificate that 
they had been double-dipped. During tho rest of the year the country 
would be free from all restrictions as to dipping and as to movement. 
There was also a provision in the Draft Order which would enable local 
authorities, subject to report to the Ministry, to exempt from double¬ 
dipping sheep that were intended for exhibition. Any county that had for 
two years been free from sheep scab would bo exempted from the double- 
dipping Order. It was proposed that the new Order should come into 
operation on April 1, 1920. Judging from the Report of Sir John McFad- 
yoan, which had been read, tho present position in regard to sheep scab 
in this country was exceedingly unsatisfactory. In spite of the efforts 
that had been made during the past five or six years to deal with it, thoro 
had been rather more outbreaks during the present year than there were 
last year. What was more alarming was the very wide prevalence of the 
disease. There had boon thirty-nine outbreaks, and there were no less 
than eighteen or nineteen counties m which the disease existed. The 
Sooiety had so often pressed the Ministry to take steps to eradicate sheep 
scab, and had so often urged the possibility of its being eradicated by 
means of more stringent Orders, that he hoped members would welcome 
the present serious attempt on the part of tho Ministry to adopt more 
energetic methods. The Order had been very carefully considered and 
discussed by the Committee. Minor criticisms had been made on one oi 
two pomts. One point made was that the period suggested by the Ministry, 
namely, tho penod from July 15 to August 31, was not a very convenient 
one in many districts. But it was not possible to fix a period of six weoks 
which would suit flock-owners throughout the whole country, because 
conditions varied so much. Tho Committee thought that on tho whole it 
was better not to take the responsibility of recommending an alteration 
in the date, and that the best course to adopt was not to make any mmor 
criticisms, but to accept tho goneral principles of the Order and give it a 
fair chance and see what effect it had. The Ministry pointed out in its 
explanatory letter which accompanied the Order that, as members know 
from their past experience, whether the new policy would succeed or not 
depended entirely on whether it was possible to get the Local Authorities 
to enforce it effectively. As the Society had pointed out to tho Ministry 
on several occasions, the real reason why the Ordors made by tho Ministry 
had not been effective was that in certain hill districts, such as Wales and 
Derbyshire, the difficulties were extremely great. Still the Local Authori¬ 
ties had not taken adequate steps to enforce the Orders, and when the 
Orders had been broken magistrates had exercised extreme leniency in 
dealing with the culprits. Unless great activity was shown by thfe Local 
Authorities in enforcing the Order, agriculturists, he was afraid, could 
not hope for the success of it. The conclusion which the Committee 
had arrived at was that the best course that it could take was to advise 
the Council to express its approval of the Order as it now Btood. 

The other matter to which he wished to refer was the question of foot- 
and-mouth disease. Of course it was a very great disappointment to see 
the recrudescence of that disease in this country. The Minister of Agricul¬ 
ture, speaking at the Council of Agriculture a short time ago, referred to 
the matter. There was one point which he emphasised. He (Lord North¬ 
brook) would like to call the attention of the Council to it, in the hope that 
in consequence it would receive greater publicity. Mr. Wood said that. 



1 Monthly Comal, November 4, 1926. 

while he did not think, as far as his advice went, the situation was one in 
which they were called upon to be alarmists, it was undoubtedly grave, 
and he wished to emphasise the imperative necessity on the part of farmers 
of quick reporting. The organisation of the Ministry was much in the 
position of a fire brigade : they could not begin operating until they 
received the signal. If the signal was promptly given the fire could be 
suppressed; but if it was held up it could be suppressed only with great 
difficulty and damage, and there were still farmers who delayed in report¬ 
ing. When the inspectors of the Ministry were tracing animals from an 
infected market during the past fortnight they found infected animals on 
farms which were visited, the owners of which had been very slow indeed to 
report suspicious symptoms, and he asked for the co-operation of the 
farmer m reporting suspicious cases. The real danger of the matter was 
in the markets. He (Lord Northbrook) thought that that was perfectly 
true. There was very good reason for thinking that a recent outbreak 
in one of the localities in which outbreaks had taken place was entirely 
due to animals which the inspectors found had been on the farm for a 
very considerable period after they v. -re infected with the disease. He was 
sorry to say that it had been known to be the fact that when an owner 
had found symptoms or had been suspicious as to the health of his cattle 
he had taken the precaution of getting rid of them by sending them to 
the local market and so getting thorn distributed over the country. 

Mr. Alfred Mansell said that he would like to move a resolution to 
the effect:— 

" That the Council should urge upon the Ministry of Agricultuie the desirability of 

taking effective Btcps to prevent goods coming into this country packed In hay and 

straw.” 

He was told that that would be impossible ; but he thought that nothing 
in this world was impossible. Considering the great amount which this 
country had at stake, he did not see why it shoiUd not do as Canada did 
and insist that if goods come here they should come in wood-wool or m 
some preparation of paper. He believed that the Ministry had recom¬ 
mended that hay and straw packing should be burnt; but he knew that 
it was not burnt. He saw some stuff being unloaded in his own town 
only the other day. A farmer’s cart came along and picked up the straw 
and took it away into the country. What more fruitful source for the 
introduction of foot-and-mouth disease could there be ? The Continent 
was simply rife with the disease. He had not spoken to Lord North¬ 
brook on the subject; but he hoped that the Council would accept the 
resolution. 

Mr. Christopher Middleton seconded the resolution. He wondered 
whether Mr. Mansell would expand the resolution and ask for the prohi¬ 
bition of the sale by auction in local cattle markets of all imported fruit 
and other trees. He thought that there was a very groat danger indeed 
involved in such sale, which was very common. 

Mr. Mansell agreed with the suggestion made by Mr. Middleton. 

Sir Merrik Burrell said that Lord Northbrook had asked him to say 
a word on the subject. A month ago, the Advisory Committee to the Min¬ 
ister asked for a full report to be laid before them, setting out all the pos¬ 
sible avenues of attack, controllable and uncontrollable, by which the 
disease might come, with suggestions from the Minister’s veterinary staff 
as to how those avenues might be blocked. A memorandum had been 
circulated among the members of the Advisory Committee, and it would 
come up for discussion that afternoon. All the points that had been 
reused at the present meeting were naturally under consideration. The 
Ministry was very much alive to the desirability of dealing with those 
matters if means could be found. He did not think that he was revealing 
anything confidential in saying that the difficulty in dealing with the 
traffic from the Continent to this oountry lay chiefly in the fact that its 



Monthly Council, November 4, 1925. li 

volume was so vast Other countries had been able to deal with straw and 
hay and other things , but, when the enoimous amount of imports com¬ 
ing into this country had to be dealt with, the matter was a very much 
more difficult one He could assure the Council that the Ministry had the 
will, if effect could be given to anything m the direction suggested Whether 
it was worth while to pass resolutions he was prepared to leave to tho 
Council, but he could assuro the Council that tho matter would receive 
very careful attention within tho course of two or three hours 

Mr R O Patterson said that thr suggestions winch had been made 
for preventing the importation of the disease were very valuable , but the 
disease existed m tins country, and the question was how it was to be 
stopped as quickly as possible Having regard to the remarks of the 
Minister quoted by Lord Northbrook, he was bound to say that the danger 
was m the markets, and he thought that measures should be taken to 
deal with that danger He was convinced that a groat number of the 
outbreaks were due to the distribution of stock which had been thiough 
an infected market He thought that tho time had come when it was 
urgent that all markets should be (losed except for the sale of fat stock, 
and that the movement of store stock should be allowed only under licence. 
There had been several instances where the very strong suspicion that 
individuals having ailing animals on their faims hod sent them to the 
nearest auctions had boon justified It was all very well to restrict those 
auctions , but if cattle had to tiavel on the roads, dany stock and other 
stock < rossmg those roads to thoir pastures wore very apt to pick up the 
disoaso He was not sure that the Council would not be well advised m 
recommending the Ministry to consider seriously the question of closing 
markets Reference had been made to the importation of the disoaso 
through hay and straw pocking and that sort of thing, but there was 
grave danger m another direction The disease migli be imported by 
means of the bags in which potatoes came from the Continent He had had 
such bags on Ins own farm unknowingly Ho had not known about it till 
afterwards Imported potatoes had been sent to dealers m his own town, 
and the bngs had been sent to him to load potatoes to go back to the 
dealers Tlioro was a very grave danger there He did not soo how the 
importation of every thing of that desc nption could be pi evented , but 
there was no reason at all why the Council should not pass a resolution 
to the effect that the most stringent steps should be taken to limit the 
danger m that direction as far as it was possible to do so 

Mr Burkitt supported what Mr Patterson had said At the meeting 
of tho Diseases of Animals Committee m his county the question of the 
dangor through the materials which had boon mentioned being dissem¬ 
inated by means of motor vehicles was brought up Newcastle was a 
great port foi tho introduction of potatoes In his own district potatoes 
had been sent by motor lorries and wagons, which aftei wards went to the 
farms carrying cake, meal, and so on That was a source of mfection. 
His committee had drawn the attention of the Ministry to it 

Some further discussion ensued as to the exact wofding of the resolution 
Lord Northbrook considered what was proposed was really rather 
forcing an open dooi They know, from what bir Mcmk Bui roll had 
said, that the Ministry had the mattci vory seriously undor consideration 
They were making enquiries as to all possible souicos of infection, with a 
view to finding the best way of making the importation of the things safe, 
or prohibiting them Ihey were considering the possible prohibition of 
the importation of any shrubs or trees He would be very son y to commit 
himself to the opinion that the hay and straw used m packing were the 
most fruitful sources of infection 

The resolution, m tho following terms, was then earned, and ordered 
to be sent to the Minister of Agriculture — 

' That this Council urges upon tho Ministry of Agriculture the necessity of talttng 
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effective etepa to prevent importation into this country of goods packed in bay, straw, 
and other materials of a similar kind which may be a source of infection, and that they 
prohibit the sale of foreign fruit, forest, rose and other trees in local markets." 

Mr. Patterson then moved and Mr. Evens seconded a resolution to 
the following effect: — 

" That the time has arrived when the Ministry of Agriculture should consider the 
question of the closing of store stock markets and the stoppage of movement of all stock 
except under licence. ’ 

This motion, after adverse criticism by Sir Merrik Burrell, the Hon. 
E. G. Strutt and Mr. Burkitt, was put to the meeting, but, on a show of 
hands, was negatived. 

In presenting the Report of the Selection and General Purposes 
Committee, the Hon. Cecil Parker said it gave him great pleasure to 
move that Lord Desborough be nominated as President for 1926. 

Sir William Mount askod to be allowed, as one of the representatives 
of Berkshire, to second the nomination of Lord Desborough as President for 
the ensuing year. He was quite sure that the counties of Berkshire, 
Buckinghamshire and Oxfordshire would be extremely gratified to know 
that m the year m which the show \ as to be held at Reading thoy would 
have someone so well known and respected as Lord Desborough as Presi¬ 
dent. He could assure Lord Desborough, on behalf of tho Local Com¬ 
mittee, that it would give him every support and all the co-oporation 
possible. 

Lord Desborough said that he was very grateful to that very distin¬ 
guished Society and to its still more distinguished Council for the very great 
honour that it had done him in putting forward his name as President for 
the next year. He oould only hope that, with the great help and know- 
lodge of the present President, and of the Secretary, who would obviously 
do most of the work, the Reading Show would be a very great success and 
would be worthy of the Society. 

Sir Merrik Burrell, in moving the adoption of the Research Com¬ 
mittee’s Report, said that the experiments in the drying of whey were now 
neanng completion. The Committee considered that the small sum 
which it had allocated for the continuance of the work next year would 
bo well spent, and that some roally definite conclusions would be arrived 
at as to the best method of drying whey, both on a large scale and on a small 
scale. The results that had already been arrived at would no doubt have 
been put into more practical use before now but for the fact that just 
when they were arrived at the supply of whey almost entirely failed. That 
was duo to two things, he thought. One was that tho alteration in the 
milk prices caused very much less summer milk to be produced and more 
winter milk. Therefore there was not so much choese-malung m the 
country, and consequently there was very little whey available. The 
other was that one of the cheese-making aroas in Cheshire was stopped 
entirely through its oattle being killed. Tho lucorao inoculation experi¬ 
ments were going on. Last week he saw Sir John Russell, who told him 
that the results in some parts of the country were most promising, and that 
it looked as though, through careful inoculation, areas in Great Britain 
that up till now had been quite incapable of growing lucerne would now 
be able to grow it quite successfully. There would have been better 
results shown if the sowing season this year had not been so difficult. 
Members of the Council would remember that May had nearly double the 
average rainfall, and that it was immediately followed by a very severe 
drought, which lasted for several weeks. That made the getting of a 
good tilth impossible. The experiments on the winter feeding of bullocks 
conducted in Norfolk promised, he thought, to show quite valuable results; 
but it would be premature and possibly misleading to issue any results 
until the experiments which were to be conducted in the coming winter 
were complete. 
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The Council would remember that it voted the Research Committee 
£2,000 last year, and that the Committee was authorised to spend up to 
that amount this year, if it found it necessary He was glad to be able 
to leport that tho Committee had boon able to carry on all the experiments 
which it had in hand, and would be able to meet all outstanding liabilities 
with an outlay of about £1,000 

The Report of the Council to tho Annual General Meeting of Governors 
and Members, to be held at the Royal Agricultural Hall, Islington, at 2.30 
p m. on Wednesday, December 9th, was prepared and ordered to be issued. 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1925. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart, C.V O. (President), in the Chair. 

Tho President said that since their last mooting a sad bereavement 
had befallen the Royal Family It would, he knew, be the wish of all m 
that room that the Council should place on record their sense of sorrow for 
the death of Queen Alexandra, and humbly express their respectful sym¬ 
pathy with their Majesties the King and the Queen m the melancholy 
(licumstance which had caused such universal sorrow. He begged to 
move the following resolution :— 

The Council of the Roy il Agricultural Society of England, on behalf of the Governor* 
and Members of the Society, desire to express to His Majesty the King their respectful 
and sincere sympathy in the grievous loss which has befallen the Royal House by the 
passing of Her Majesty Queen Alexandra 

Members present signified their assent by rising in their places 
One now Governor and 17 new Members were elected. 

Mr. Adeane, m presentmg the Report of the Finance Committee, 
dealt with the Chester Show accounts, all tho detail, of which were m 
the hands of membeis of the Council. In the statement the corresponding 
figures for last year were given, so that members would be able to make a 
< omparison. He need therefore give very few figures The Show at 
Chester realised a surplus of £345, against a loss at Leicester of £5,976. 
There were increased receipts under the head of Entries of Live Stock 
of £1,302, Admissions to Showyard of £5,072, and Garage Receipts of £948. 
The principal mcrease on the other side was under the head of Prizes, 
which showed an increase of £1,496 Tho total receipts were £58,414, 
against an expenditure of £58,069. 

He thought that it would be interesting for tho mombers of the Council 
to go back twenty years to the Show at Derby, which was the first Show 
held after the Socioty left Paik Royal, and to compare the figures of the 
Chester Show with those at Dei by in 1906. At Derby tho receipts 
amounted to £22,879. At Chester the receipts amounted to £58,414. 
The expenditure at Derby was £20,850, against an expenditure at Chester 
of £58,069. He was sure they would all agree that the Show at Chester 
was m every wav worthy, not only of tho Society, but of the county m 
which it was held. The thanks of the Council were very much due to 
the Mayor and Corporation for the hospitable manner m which they received 
the Society, to the Local Committee for tfio arrangements they made 
and their handsome contribution to the local fund, which he believed 
exceeded all records, and also to the Stewards. The thanks of the Council 
were especially due to Sir Gilbert Greenall, who for the second time had 
performed the functions of President and Honorary Director at tho 
same time. He was sure that they wore all exceedingly grateful to Sir 
Gilbert for performing those two functions, as he had done, with grace 
and ability. He had given satisfaction to all. 

In presenting the Report of the Veterinary Committee, the Earl 
ov Northbrook made reference to the paragraph m it dealing with the 
commumcation received from the Warwickshire County Council, which 
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suggested that the risk of the spread of foot-and-mouth disease would be 
lessened by a universal regulation requiring a few days’ detention of all 
cattle, except, of course, in the case of fat rattle for slaughter, between 
exposure at one market and exposure at the next. He thought it was 
generally agreed that m many cases foot-and-mouth disease hod been 
disseminated through the country by dealeis who had sent animals to 
one market and then passed them on directly to other markets in the 
countiy. The Committee, therefore, considered that it was desirable 
that the suggostion of the Warwickslmo County Council should be brought 
before the Minister for consideration, and that if, as ho hoped it would, 
the Council agreed with the Committee that it was a desirable course to 
take, and would express its approval of it at the present meeting, a letter 
should be sent that morning to the Minister of Agriculture so that the 
matter could be raised at the Munster's Advisory Committee when it met 
at four o'clock that afternoon. 

The President said they had to welc ome the followmg newly-elected 
Members of Council who were presont that day for the first time •—Sir 
Archibald Weigall, Major Robeit 1 irbour, Mr. J Herbort Hal 1 , Mr. Wind¬ 
ham E Hale and Mr. Jamos Piper. 

Sir Merrik Burrell, in the absence of the Duke of Devonshire, movod 
the adoption of the Itssr uich Committee’s report. In domg so, he said 
that the only thing to which he need call the attention ot the Council m 
connection with the work of the Research Committee was the fact that a 
very confusing siturtion had arisen over the growing of some ot the Plumage 
Archer type of barley, ovei winch the Research Committee spent a good 
deal of time and trouble and a cert am amount of money, with a view to 
bringing it to the notice of members of the Society last year In 1923 
those barleys were grown at the Norfolk Agricultural Station and met 
with very great appioval. The Committee was urged to make those 
barleys more generally known amongst the members of tho Society. 
They proceeded to have them grow n m all the various counties m England 
where barleys were successfully grown, in order to ascertain whether 
they could bo equally woll grown all over England, as well as m Norfolk. 
It proved to be the case that they could be gi own This year a good 
many people were enc ouraged to grow them in consequent e of the Soc lety 
having rather ad\ortised them ; but, whtn it came to selling them, the 
maltsters to all intents and purport g dec lined to buv them That involved 
a complete turn round on tho situation m 1923 Ho had been informed 
by a very eminent gentleman that he did not believe that tho presont 
situation need have anson, and that it was duo more to piejudice than 
to tho fact that the barleys wore not fit for malting. Whether that was 
so or not, he did not know; but the Committee had asked Mr. Evens 
to be so kind as to attend a conference at the Brewers’ Institute about 
a month ago to see whether he could ascertam what the true facts of the 
case were He, no doubt, would like to tell the Council what hapj oned 
at that Conference. Mr. Evens had not been able to get any definite 
statement from the brewers as to why they had only been offering some¬ 
where about 35s to 40a. for barleys of the Plumage Archer type, whereas 
they had been giving up to as much as 75s. for barleys of the Chevalher 
type. The Committee felt that it was a matter of very great importance 
to barley-growers that the matter should bo cleared up, and that the best 
possible information should be given to the members on the subject. The 
Research Committee, therefore, decided on tho previous day to write a 
letter to the Brewers’ Institute asking them whether they could give the 
Committee somo real reason why there was such an extraordinary difference 
between the prices for the two different types of barley, seemg that the 
samples which they had been offered were samples m sound condition. 

Mi. John Evens said that he attended the Conference at the Brewers' 
Hall on November 5. He came to the conclusion that it was a Conference 
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fir brewing and malting, deeding with the chemical composition of malt, 
and so on, rather than dealing with the matter from the farmer’s point of 
view. He told the Conference that tho Research Committee had been 
conducting experiments at the Norfolk Agricultural Station with Plumage 
Archer and Beavon’s Improved Archer barley, and that it had sent them 
out to nine different centres in England to bo grown. It was said two 
years ago that that class of barley had been the salvation of Norfolk, and 
ho believed it; but ho had to confess that it had not succeeded very well 
in several places to which it was sent *ast year. Ho asked the Conference 
for an explanation, but ho was sorry to say that he could not get one. 
At the meeting of the Resoarch Committee on tho previous day, it was 
decided that a letter should be written to tho Secrotary of the Institute 
of Brewing, as the Committee thought that it would then possibly got 
a definite reply. As he had said, the Conference soemed to him to deal 
more with plant brooding and experiments on barley after the breeding 
of different varieties than with their growth by the farmer. The Con¬ 
ference asked that the Society, if it undertook any further experiments 
with barley, would report to it. 

Sir Douglas Newton said that he would like the sanction of the 
President to refer to another matter which, he thought, was of some 
importance and substance, namely, the question of the provision of power 
alcohol from beet and potatoes. If he heard aright, lie understood that 
the Research Committee had had the matter referred to them, and had 
decided to let the papers and the matter generally lie on the table. He 
did not know whether that meant the death of the matter so far as the 
Society was concerned, or whether any further action would be taken. 
He would like to suggest, with all respect to the members of the Com¬ 
mittee and to the Council, that, if it did mean the death of the matter, 
they should not too hurriedly bury this new doveloj nent and dispose 
of it too lighthoartedly. Thoro wore many in that room who had travelled 
abroad and who had boon struck, as ho had recently been in Jugoslavia 
and othor parts of Central Europe, by the groat number of distilleries 
which wero everywhere distributed throughout the country. Not only 
did they distil alcohol commercially and successfully all over the country 
by means of big distilleries costmg some £20,000 to £30,000 apiece, but 
the peasants also had their own distilleries, which were quite small, *but 
which were found to be most useful in using up waste fruit and potatoes. 
He thought that it would not be wise for the Council to dispose of the 
question on the advice of, perhaps, one or two people who had looked 
into the matter, when they could see with their own eyes the groat object- 
lesson abroad of the successful development of that side of tho industry. 
Certainly something was needed for the arable land of this country. While 
tho big sugar-boet factories could draw upon the reserves which they had 
in the big acreages which surrounded them, there was plenty of room for 
distillorios in the valleys, where there was only a limited area of arable 
land. It would be quite uneconomical to send the sugar-beet to factories 
some fifty or sixty miles away. Therefore he would ask the Research 
Committee not to bury the question altogether, but to look at it and con¬ 
sider it thoroughly before it disposed of it, seeing that there was evidence 
elsewhere of the successful working of the industry. 

The President said he was sure that the Research Committee would 
do what Sir Douglas Newton suggested. 

Sir Merrtk Burrell said that the Research Committee, at its meeting 
on the previous day, was very far from wishing to bury the question. 
The reason why it did not take any active steps in the matter was because 
the members, perhaps through their stupidity, failed to see quite how it 
concerned the Committee. If they had been asked to conduct experi¬ 
ments to find out which was the kind of beet which would produce the 
best or the most alcohol, they would have been able to see that they^iad 
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something to do with the matter. It was well known that it was possible 
to produce alcohol from sugar beet or potatoes or from any other vegetable 
matter, or even from wood. It seemed to him that it was for the Govern¬ 
ment to decide whether it was prepared to subsidise the makers of alcohol 
m tho way proposed. Ho imagined that upon that subject other Govern¬ 
ment Departments might have a good deal to say. The subject was a 
very wido and intricate one, and the Research Committee really felt that 
it was outside the scope of its work It fully realised that it might be 
of the greatest value to districts whore only a small area of land was 
available for sugar-beet growing to havo a distillery m its neighbourhood. 
He understood that it only took about 2,000 to 3,000 acres of land to 
keep a distillery sqppliod, whereas it took about 10,000 acres to keep a 
sugar beet factory supplied. It was not a matter of sugar beet only. 
All manner of things were used. 

The following Standing Committees were appointed for 1926.— 
Financo, Journal and Education, Chemical, Bo tame al and Zoological, 
Veterinary, General ^Show, Stock Prizes, Judges Selection, Implement, 
Showyaid Works, Selection and General Purposes, Dairy and Produce, 
Horticultural, and Research. 

On the recommendation of the Committoo of Selection, the present 
members of the various Standing Committees were (with some exceptions) 
reappointed to those Committees. Mr. W. Burkitt was added to the 
Journal and Education, and Dairy and Produce Committees ; Sir Arthur 
Hazlengg, Prof. W. Somerville and Mr Dampier Whet ham to the Journal 
and Education Committee ; and Mr. T W. Ashton to the Botanical and 
Zoological Committee. 

On the motion of the President, the Seal of the Society was ordered 
to be affixed to the Agreement with the Corporation of Newport, Mon¬ 
mouthshire, relating to the Show of 1927. 

Sir Douglas Newton asked whether the Chairman could give the 
members any information regarding the result of tho case which, he undei- 
stood, was tried on the previous afternoon respecting the selling of foreign 
apples which were tainted with arsenic. Irom the British glowers’ point 
ot view it was rather a serious matter that tliero should be imported from 
abroad apples which had been heavily spiayed with arsenic when they 
were practically fit for market. In a case tiled tho other day tho apples 
when tested showed one-tenth of a grain of arsenic, quite enough to be 
very unpleasant if one ato two or thiee apples It could not, he thought, 
be too widely known that the English fruit-groweis did not spray apples 
when npe and ready for market with poisonous arsenic. He hoped that 
the matter might be kept before the Council, because it was very deleterious 
to the interests of British fruit-growers that it should get abroad that 
English apples weie unsafe food 

Tho President said that he had not seen any reference to the matter. 

IProceeMnfis at tbe annual 
General flDcetlna of Governors ant> Members, 

HELD AT THE ROYAL AGRICULTURAL HALL, ISLINGTON, 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1926. 

SIR GILBERT GREEK ALL, BART„ C.V.0. (PRESIDENT), IV THE CHAIR. 

President's Opening Remarks. 

The President, m opening the meeting, said it was with great pleasure 
that he presided that day at the Annual General Meeting of the governors 
and members of the Royal Agricultural Society of England, and it was 
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his duty at once to express tlieir thanks to the Royal Agricultural Hall 
Company and to the Smithfield Club for the use of this Club Room for the 
meeting 

When he was elocted a year ago in that room he said he would endoavour 
to fill the dual role of President and Honoraiy Dilector to the utmost of 
his capacity, and, now that his yeai of olhee as Picsident had ended, he 
trusted he had in somo measure succooded (Applause ) To the members 
of Council, governors and ordinary members of the Society he had to 
express his thanks for the great support they had given to him during 
the year, for without that support it would have been impossible to carry 
on any department of the Society s work 

Turning for a moment to the loport of the Council to its members, 
which had been circulated and was, doubtless, in the hands of those 
present, he would just like to mention that this year the Society had 
been able to secure a record numlier of members m the history of the 
Society Tliat in itself was very satisfactory, but it would not do for them 
to rest on their oars It only proved that in past years there had been 
men and women willing to become members if they woro only mduced 
to do so, and it should bo a stimulus to all of them to use their efforts m 
future, not only to keep up tho existing membership, but still further to 
increase it Just one word about the show at Chostor It would be 
seen from tho accounts that a small piofit had boon made on this Show 
It was an excellent one in ovory respoit The Local Committee and 
officials—indeed, everj-one—rendered to him the greatest possible assis¬ 
tance, and did all they could for its success, and the welcome accordod 
to the Society was of tho kindlit st and warmest character (Hear, hear ) 
The numbers attending the show were a littlo disappointing, and, as a 
consequence, the receipts wero down Trade depression in Lancashire, 
and paiticularly m the cities of Liverpool and Mane he er, was no doubt 
the cause of this, but, at any rate, it was pleasing to be on the right side 
As they knew. His Majosty tho King v sitod the show on the second day, 
and, he thought, thoroughly enjoyed his visit His Majesty was kind 
enough to write to Sir Gilbert aftor the Show graciously expressing his 
thanks for the arrangements made and the pleasure ho derived from his 
visit 

Lord Dosborough would succeed him in the Presidential Chair, and he 
knew he could bespeak for his Lordship the wholehearted support of the 
Council and membeis during his year of office, and trust that a year honce 
he would be able to say that the Show, which would be held at Reading 
next July, had been a most successful one Reading had not received a 
visit from the Society since the year 1882 The present site was a good 
one, not too far away from the town Reading was within oasy reach 
of London, and, as Lord Desborough controlled the waters of the 
Thames, perhaps he would arrange to control the waters that help to fill 
that river from above, so that they were sure of a fine week for the show 
(Laughter ) 

At any rate, the Society would have earned out its duty in having the 
Show m the South of England, and he (Sir Gilbert) trusted the members 
in the Southern Counties would rally round the President and assist 
him m every possible way The prize schedule would be a comprehensive 
one, and the Breed Societies were, as usual, augmentmg the Pnze Fund 
To them the Society owed a debt of gratitude. 

He need not detain the meeting longer with any rfmmi of the work 
of the Council, as it was set forth m the report, but he would proceed 
at once to the business of the meeting 

Accounts. 

The President said the balance sheet for 1924 was printed m the 
JotJRNAii issued this year The accounts for the Chester Show were mHhe 
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hands of those present. He took it that Governors and members approved 
those accounts. 

The report of the Council had been printed and circulated through the 
post to each member. The meetmg would probably be willing that it 
should be taken as read. 


Report of the Council. 

Mr G P. Hawkins (Cambridge) said that he felt it a great privilege 
to be allowed to move the adoption of the report. Before proceeding to do 
so, he would like to pay a tribute to the excellent and good work of the 
President of the Society. (Hear, hear.) Sir Gilbert Greenall had taken 
tremendous interest m agriculture, and especially m the breeding of 
cattle and horses. In addition, he had unselfishly given good work to 
the Society by acting as Honorary Director for many years. 

It was his good fortune and privilege during a period of something 
like three years, on and off, to take some active part m the work of the 
Society, and also to meet Sir Gilbert from time to time They m Cam¬ 
bridge conveyed to him their very ip ere thanks for all that he did during 
the meeting m 1922. He brought to the President the groetmgs of the 
late Vice-Chancellor of the University, whom he had seen on the previous 
day. That might remind the President of the memorable occasion when he 
received a Degree, and when the University honoured itself by conferring 
that Degree. 

Proceeding to the report, the outstanding feature, of course, was the 
Chester Show. The success of that Show everyone must agreo was due 
to the unfailing efforts of Sir Gilbert Greenall. He not only acted as 
Honorary Director of the Show, but was Chairman of the Executive of the 
Local Committoe, which raised something like £13,000. He (Mr. Hawkins) 
could speak with some knowledge of the work mvolvod, because he had 
been Chau man of the Executive Committee at Cambridge, and he found 
it very difficult to raise even half that amount. He undeistood that Sir 
Gilbert’s personality was so great that more than £10,000 was promised 
before the public appeal was made. He thought that that proved the 
great energy and the great popularity of their President m Lancashire and 
Cheshire. 

After he had been for so many years Honorary Director of the Society, 
one might take it that Sir Gilbert would be pleased to retire from some of 
the strenuous work, and it had been said that he had some thought of doing 
so; but it had been whispered to him that Sir Gilbert intended to contmue 
in the office of Honorary Director of the Society until after the Manchester 
Show m 1930. (Applause ) He was sure that all the members would be 
glad to know that. It was to be hoped that history might repeat itself, 
because the Royal Show in Manchester, at Trafford Park, in 1897 he 
thought it was, must have been a great success. 

The annual show did not cover the whole of the work of tliat great 
Society. The Society gave practical help in connection with scientific 
knowledge to all those who oared to accept it. He would like to say at 
once that the work that was done m connection with the University of 
Cambridge, the School of Agriculture and the School of Forestry, was a 
very great help to agriculturists. There was also the research work that was 
being carried on in different parts of the country. If members would only 
take advantage of the work that was done both on the chemical side and 
on the veterinary side they would reoeive far more help than they realised. 
He spoke feelingly, because he knew something about contagious abor¬ 
tion. That, of course, was one of the great perils and evils to people in a 
small way who were trying to raise a good herd of cows for milk-producing 

here was one matter in the Report which had given great pleasure 
in Cambridge. The Report called attention to the honour that His Majesty 
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the King had conferred upon one of the consulting officers of the Society, 
Sir Rowland Biffen Sir Rowland took a very active part in wheat 
cultivation All those who knew anvthing about Sir Rowland would 
know what a splendid man he was, and they were delighted to know that 
the King had honoured him 

Tho President had roforrod to the quostion of membership It would 
gl addon the heait of the Lord Lieutenant of Cambridgeshire (Mr Adeane) 
if tho Society could manage to double its membership It was well known 
in business circles that nothing but m 3mbership and nothing but combin¬ 
ation would bring about any good results It was to tho membership 
of the Society that ono lookod to cairy on and further its objects He 
hoped that each member of the Socioty would do his best to introduce at 
least ono other member 

He had very pleasant memories of the good work which the officials 
did at Cambridge and at the various shows at which he had met them 
He would like to bear his testimony to their work, and he was sure that 
all those present would agree with him 

Mr William Graham (Penrith) said that he had veiy great pleasure 
in seconding the resolution which had been so pleasantly and ably put 
before tho meeting They all locognised then great fnc nd Sir Gilbert 
Gioenall s energy and good woik in agricultuie He was very pleased to 
hear him make a reference to the welcome ho received in the County of 
Cheshire That was not surprising He lomembered that a few years 
ago when ho had tho honour of staying with Sir Gilbert, Lady Gioenall 
said that she camo from Chostor Ho had no doubt that the energies and 
tho activitios of Sir Gilboit m the early days attracted tho attention 
and the admiration of the inhabitants of Cheshire His activities and 
his eneigios and tho gioat work he had done for Bntish agriculture while 
he had so ably presided over and regulated the organise on to which they 
woie all so proud to belong had been most binoficonc 

Ihe Prosident had mentioned that there had boen a groat increase 
in the membership of the Society It was vory important that tho Society 
should lie as strong and powerful as it possibly could be Ho saw in front 
of him gentlemen whom he had known individually for many yeais, and 
some \cry influential gentlemen too lhey had sitting amongst thorn m 
Ins usual modest way a gentloman who could do a \ciy great deal for 
aguculture, namely, Loid Blodisloe, if ho would only take his cuo from 
tho suggestions made at the Council mootings of tho Royal Agricultural 
Socioty Ho (Mr Graham) had boon pres< nt at some of thoso Council 
mootings, and he knew the persuasive way m which Lord Blodisloe put 
his arguments He had always thought that ho was a little too bashful, 
and that ho had not absolutely pushed home the views which he repio 
sentod and oxpiossod As the Royal Agricultuial Society had such an 
influential member he thought that the members wore absolutely entitled 
to say a few words on \aiious matters which they wished to have most 
thoioughly searched into and have present in tho minds of the Ministry 
of Agriculture He peisonally know, unfortunately, and no doubt a 
great many people m that room knew, that agriculture was not at the 
present tune in a very satisfactory position In fact, tho position of 
agriculture generally was far fiom satisfactory He sometimes regretted 
that their great organisation had not a little moie political power at 
its elbow than it had He believed that the Chaiter precluded it from 
using its influence except in a nub iona mannor He was quite certain 
that their future Piesidont would do all that ho could m the House of 
Lords to assist their great industry 

Foot and mouth disease was rampant m this country He held the 
honour of serving on the Departmental Committee m 1922, and he had 
not the very slightest doubt in saying that m the opinion of most of those 
who sat on that Committee the disease was imported from the Content. 
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It was imported in various ways He did not pay much attention to the 
birds and the wind , birds flew hither and thither, and the wind blew 
where it listed , but he thought that the Society should enforce upon the 
Government the view of agriculture m general that the disease was imported 
from the Continent through vegetable matter It was not only through 
packing hay and straw If one went to Covent Garden he would see 
great bales of cabbages and Brussels sprouts, and all sorts of things that 
came into this country, which were grown m countnes where the disease 
was rampant There weie seven thousand centres m Holland alone 
Those things no doubt brought into this country the germs of the disease, 
which spread very freely 

There was another point which needed emphasising He believed 
that the outbieaks of the disease originated, geneially speaking, fiom 
pigs Pigs were fed on the offal of vegetable matter No doubt the 
disease originated m the large pig breeding establisliments Those 
establishments were m contact with infirmaries and largo Government 
and municipal bodies, whn h no doubt used foreign grown produce instead 
of British grown produce Agriculturists paid 1 heir rates and their taxes 
Nobody felt them more sever oly tli i tlic> did, and yet they w ere mulcted 
m all sorts of expenditure, and had their herds and flocks exposod to 
\irulent infection, simply because the Government had not the pluck 
and the courage to lcgulato in sorno way the impoitation of foreign vege 
table matter He hoped that the agricultuial members in the House of 
Lords and m the House of Commons would give their attention to the 
question, and once orage the Government to take a much moio serious 
view of the question One could always encourage a person with a little 
coercion 

There was anothoi question, that of sheep scab Certain areas in 
Lngland were perfectly free fiom that diseaso and certain areas had it 
biought into them fiom othor areas It was perfectly well known where 
it existed He thought that thero was a gentleman from Wales present 
He had seen him enter mg the mooting there were certain areas m Walos 
which were no doubt great contros of sheep scab Ho was sitting next 
to a Scotsman, and he scarcely dared to say it, but there were somo 
areas m Scotland also where the disease was rampant Sheep wandered 
on the fells and amongst the rocks, and they rubbed themselves and scratched 
themselves, and did all sorts of things, and the shepherds would not 
collect them sufficiently often for the purpose of dipping thorn If dip 
ping took place at the centres where the disease existed, the disease would 
not spread throughout the country It was very well known that every 
< attle truck that a seab infected sheep travelled in from the market where 
it had been exposed was liable to spread infection The points which 
ho had mentioned wore points which ought to be taken to heart very 
seriously Some good might bo done to the country generally if the 
contres where sheep scab was really rampant were scheduled If they 
were scheduled the whole of the rest of England would very soon be 
froo from that pestilent disease 

He must congratulate the President and the Council and the Com 
mittees on the excellent work which they had done 

His only excuse for accepting the opportunity of seconding the resolu¬ 
tion was that he was just about to enter upon his fiftieth year as a member 
of the Koyal Agncultuial Society He could assure them that the fifty 
years that he had boen a member of the Society had made him feel that 
he was in the aristocracy of the agricultural community of Great Britain 
He thought that the Society was one which everybody should join The 
members felt themselves to be m safe hands He would like to see the 
Society placed m such a position that it would be able to back up British 
farmers rather more thoroughly than it was able to do at present If the 
charter could bo amondod in such a way as to give the Society more power 
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m influencing the Government it would bo a very good thing, although 
they did not want to find fault unduly with the present excellent Govern¬ 
ment Anyhow, a 111 tie gingering from the Royal Agricultural Society 
would have an effect even on the prosent extiaordinary Government, which 
was gomg to last for the next five years 

The ropoit and accounts weie lecoivcd and adopted 

Election of President 

Sir William Mount said that he haa tlio great privilege of proposing — 

3hat lord Desborough, O C V 0 , be elec tid President of tho Society, to hold office 

until the next ensuing annual general meeting 

(Loud applause ) 

His only excuse for having the privilege of moving the resolution was 
that he had the honour of bemg one of the representatives of Berkshire 
It was a very great compliment that one of the most distinguished residents 
in the district should have be on chosen as President of the Society for the 
year whon the show was to be held at Reading But it was not only 
because of the local assoc lations of Lord Desborough that ho was pleased 
to move the resolution It was because ho behoved him to be ommontly 
fitted for the high office which he had to hold He had Bervod his appren 
ticeship, if he might say so m the presence of some of the mombers of the 
Royal Counties Agricultural Society, as President of that Soc loty Ho had 
been a supportor of the Royal Show, and he had been distinguished m 
many aspects of sport, and he (the speaker) hoped that the day might 
be far distant when tho fact that a man was a sportsman would not endear 
him to Enghslimen Ho thought that he could assure Lord Desborough 
that the trouble of lulmg over the affurs of the Council of the Royal 
Agricultural Society of Lnglond would be nothing com vrod with what 
ho had expenenced m somo of Ins undertakings hitherto 

Lord Desborough was following in tho steps of peihaps the best and 
one of tho most popular Presidents that the Society had ovci had Sir 
Gilbeit Groenall would leave behind him very high traditions and a veiy 
great example, but lie (Sir William) was certain that m Lord Desborough 
the Society would have a President who would uphold those traditions 
and support that example 

Mr Percy Crutchlly regarded it as a great priviloge to bo allowod to 
second the resolution Ho felt justified in doing so, as ho had known 
Lord Desborough longer than he had known any man in that loom Sir 
William Mount had touched upon several of tho qualifications of Lord 
Desborough for high office, but he had not touched upon all of them 
Indeed, it was not possiblo to touch upon all of them, because the number 
of his lordship s claims to distinction was quite overwhelming He 
thought that they would all agree that it was most appropriate that the 
show next year, b\ tho banks of tho I homes, should be presided over 
by the ruler of the Thames The Society had had many distinguished 
presidents in the past, presidents distinguished for vaiious things, but 
he was confident that it would never be presided over by so amphibious a 
president 

The motion was earned bj acclamation • 

Lord Desborough said that he rose with a great deal jf diffidence 
and with the full consciousness that ho could not claim any of those 
high ments of which the proposer and seconder had spoken He, at all 
events, agreed that he had served a certain amount of agncultural appren¬ 
ticeship before he was elected as President of the Roy al Agncultural Society 
He began with numerous and not wholly inexpensive local societies— 
(laughter)—which he might say continued (Laughter ) He had also 
had the honour of serving an apprenticeship m the Central and Associated 
Chambers of Agnculture for two years and as President also of the British 
Dairy Farmers” Association and of the Shorthorn Society, so he did not 

N 



brii Annual General Meeting, December 9, 1925. 

come wholly unacquainted with the agricultural position All those 
societies that he had mentioned had done their best to improve the posi 
tion of the farmer They had at all events prevented it from being a 
very great deal worse than it might have been It was a culmination of 
those various offices that he should have been elected by the kindness 
of the membeis to the chair of the Royal Agricultural Society of Fngland 
Lngland was a small countiy, but it had set an example throughout the 
whole world of what agricultural societies should be, and of what the 
breeders of stock of eveiy sort and kind should aim at Although it 
could not be claimed at the present time that aguculture was a very 
paymg mdustry, yet agriculturists m Lngland could pomt to what this 
country had been ablo to do m the past m building up tht very best breeds 
all over the world It had been said that agriculture was the most dis 
tnbuted mdustry m this country He attended a debate m the House 
of Lords two or three days previously, and he began ratner to doubt that, 
and he came to the conclusion that agriculture came a very bad second 
to betting (Laughter ) Which was the more profitable of the two 
industries he was not quite sure, u i as lie had the fathering of the Money 
lending Bill m the House of Lords he was mfoimed, and he supposed on 
the best available authority, that a good deal of the moneylending was 
due to betting , and ho camo to the cone lusion owing to the extraordinary 
prosperity of both bookmakers and moneylenders, that the betting mdustry 
was not, on tho whole such a very satisfactory ono (Laughter ) 

The Society was going to moot next year at Reading, and it was gomg 
to meet undei the menac o, which had been too long hanging over this 
country, of the terrible sc ouige of foot and mouth disease He certainly 
hoped that the Ordeis would have been taken off long beforo the date 
of the Reading Show. Ho would like to suggest that, so gieat was the 
difference of opinion with legard to what should be done to combat that 
fell disease, the extremely able experts who woio connected with tho Royal 
Agricultural Society should make a very plain statement setting foith tho 
advantages and the disadvantages of slaughter, and the advantages and 
the disadvantages of always 1 aving foot and mouth disease m the countiy, 
and also a very plain financial statement as to what ovor a series of years 
had been the results of the two mothods He thought that if that weie 
done tho agricultural oommumty would receive a great deal of enlightenment 
He thoroughly hoped, with both the proposer and the secondoi of the 
resolution, that the Reading Show would be a very great success He 
thought that it promised to bo so Reading was on two very good lines 
of railway, and the showgiound was a \ oi y good one, and it was far enough 
removed from the river He would boar m mmd the instructions which 
he hid that day leceived that he had to control not only the river but 
also the weather Ho had ha 1 some experience of both When the nvei 
rose people wrote an enormous quantity of letters to him, and said: 
“ You are an awful fool Why don t you stop the floods T ” Ho wrote 
back and said “ \ ou stop the ram, and I will stop the floods ” He 
rather understood from the chairman that on the occasion of the Reading 
Show he would have to do both Well, of course, it would be done, and 
the members need not bothor any moie about that (Laughter ) There 
was another reason why ho thought that members could look forward to the 
Reading Show with confidence He did not know until quite lately that 
Sir Gilbert Groenall was a doctor They all knew that he was a very 
great agnculturist It was because of that that he had been made a 
Doctor of Common Law (Laughter ) With the assistance of Dr Green 
all, who had, he believed, already taken a house on the spot, and who 
was the Honorary Director, he felt perfectly sure that the show at Reading 
might almost emulate Sir Gilbert s own show last year at Chester He 
know that his patriotic and local feelings would not prevent him doing his 
very best to make it so 
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Election of Trustees. 

The President announced that the following twelve Trustees had 
been nominated by the Council in accordance with the bye-lawB :— 

H R.H. the Prince of Wales, K G., York House, S.W.l. 

H.R.H. the Duke of York, K.O., While Lodge, Richmond. 

C. Adeane, C.B., Babraham Hall, Cambridge. 

The Duke of Bedford. K G., Woburn Abbey, Bedfordsliire. 

Col. F. S. W. Cornwallis, Linton Park, Maidstone, Kent. 

The Earl of Coventry, Croome Court, Severn Stoke, Worcestershire. 

Percy Crutchley, Sunninghill Lodge, Ascot, Berkshiie. 

The Duke of Devonshire, K.G., Chatsworth, Bakewoll. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall, Bart., C.V O., Walton Hall, Warrington. 

The Earl of Northbrook, Stratton, Mlcheldever, Hampshire. 

The Hon. Cecil T. Parker, The Grove, Corsharo, Wiltshire. 

Ueut.-Col. E. W. Stanyforth, C.B., Kiik Hammerton Hall, York. 

On a show of hands they were declared re-olocted as Trustees, to hold 
office until the next ensuing annual general meeting. 

Election of Vice-Presidents. 

The Vice-Presidents were elected in a similar manner, their names 
being:— 

C. Coltman-Rogers, Stanage Park, Bucknell, Salop. 

The Earl of Derby, K G , Knowsley, Proscot, Lancashire. 

Ix)rd Desborough, G V V 0., Taplow Court, Tuplow, Bucks. 

11. M Greaves, Wern, Portmadoc, North Wales. 

Lord Harlech, Brogyntvn, Oswestry. 

William Harrison, Albion Ironworks, Leigh, Lancs. 

Ernest Mathews, C.V.O., LL.D., Elmodcsham, Amcrshnm. 

The Duke of Portland, K G., Wclbcck Abbey, Worksop. 

The Earl of Powls, Powis Castle, Welshpool, Mont. 

Frederick Reynard, Sunderlandwiek, Driffield, Yorkshire. 

The Duke of Richmond and Gordon, K.G., Goodwood, Chichester. 

The Earl of Yarborough, Brocklesby Park, Habrough, Linct ” shire. 


Election of Auditors. 

Captain C. Bertram Rolfe then moved :— 

“ That the best thanks of the Society be tendered to Messrs Jonas M. Webb, Hubert 
J. Greenwood and Newell P. Squaroy for their services as Auditors, and that they be 
Te-elected for the ensuing year.” 

He was sure they all hoped that the Auditors might be able to report 
a large credit balance after the Roading Show next year. 

This resolution was seconded by Mr. F. L. Goocn, and adopted unani¬ 
mously. 


Elections to the Council. 

The President, in accordance with Bye-law 153, reported the names 
of tho following ordinary members of Council who had been elected to 
represent tho several Divisions of the Society included in Group B, so that 
the meeting might “ take cognizance ” of thoir election :— 

Durham : WiJMam Burkitt, Grange Hill, Bishop Auckland ; Christopher Middleton, 
Vane Terrace, Darlington. 

Yorks (West Biding): Lieut -Col. George E. Lane-Fox, M.P., Bramhqm Park. 

Boston Spa, Leopold C Paget, Middlethorpc Hall, York. 

Nottingham • John Bell, The Hall, Thlrsk. • 

Leicester: Sir Arthur Grey Hazlerigg, Bart., Noseley Hall, Leicester. 

Rutland: E. Guy Fenwick, North Luffenham Hall, Stamford. 

Suffolk : 8. E. Sherwood, Phyford, Ipswich , Fred Smith, Deben Haugh, Woodbridge. 
Buckingham: B. J. Gates, Wing Park, I^eighton Bumrd. 

Essex: Sir Walter Gilbey, Bart., Elsenham Hall, Elscnham; Hon, E. G. Strutt, 
C.H., Whitelands, Hatfield Peverel. 

London • Frank P. Matthews, 27, Cavendish Square, W.l; P. Hamlyn Prioe, 7, 
Harlev Gardens, The Boltons, S.W.10; Lieut.-Ool. Sir Archibald Welgall, 
K C.M.G., Pet wood, Wood hall Spa. „ „ 

Shropshire: Alfred Mansell, Collogo Hill, Shrewsbury; E. Craig Tanner, Eyton-on- 
Severn, Cross Houses. 

Hereford : Sir John E. G. Cotterell, Bart., Gamons, Hereford. 

South Wales: Col. C. Venables Llewelyn, Llysdlnam, New bridge-on-Wye. 
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Devon: Lord Mild may of Flete, Flete, Ermington, S.O. 

Wiltshire: Daniel Corabca, Dinton Manor, Salisbury. 

Surrey: Sir Bernard B. Oroenwell, Bart., Marden Park, Woldlngham. 

Under Bye-law 140, Major Robert Barbour, of Bolesworth, Tattenhall, and Mr. 
J. Herbert Hall, of Hill House, Mobberley, Knutsford, have been elected as additional 
representatives on the Council for the Division of Cheshire. 

To fill vacancies, Mr. Wyndham E. Halo, of Mowbrock Hall, Kirkham, 
and Mr. James Piper, of The Grange, Burntisland, Fifo, have been elected 
as representatives of the Divisions of Lancashire and Scotland respectively. 

Suggestions of Governors and Members. 

The President, having inquired if any Governor or Member had 
any remark to make or suggestion to offer for the consideration of tho 
Council, 

A Member said that there was one simple little suggestion that he 
would liko to put before tho meeting. At the Show last year at Chester 
he wished to introduce two now members, and he had difficulty in finding 
proposal forms on tho tablo in the Members’ Pavilion for them to fill in. 
He thought that that was one of tin little things that might easily be 
remedied by the responsible authorities. 

Tho President thanked tho member very much. He said that as a 
rule people became new membors at the gate, because Mr. Aveling had the 
forms, and when anybody who wanted to be a new member came he 
made him a member at once, instead of making him pay at the turnstile. 
It was found that most poople preferred that to being elected afterwards. 
He would make a note of tho point, and he would see that next year there 
wore some forms put upon the table. 

Thanks to retiring President. 

Colonel F. S. W. Cornwallis said that he had had a very pleasant 
duty entrusted to him. He was a little handicapped by tho fact that 
every preceding speaker had taken the same subject. Nevertheless, he 
had the high honour now of moving that the best thanks of the members 
be given to tlieir retiring President, Sir Gilbert Greenall. (Applause.) 
He had the honour of proposing his election in that room twelve months 
ago, and asking him then to fill for tho second time the posts of President 
and Honorary Director. Most of the members had testified already 
that afternoon to the splendid manner in which Sir Gilbert had carried 
out his duties in that dual capacity. 

He did not think that the success of a President’s year of office was 
measured by the profit on the Show. It was measured very largely, in his 
judgment, by the way in which, in his own locality, the President rallied 
everybody round him and secured a great welcome for the Society. They 
all know that at Chester not only the amount contributed but the warmth 
of the welcome were such as members had rarely experienced in their 
history, and that, too. at a time when the County of Cheshire was going 
through a very severe commercial crisis, and had suffered perhaps more 
than any other County of England from the ravages of foot-and-mouth 
disease. 

One never asked a lady’s age, but he happened to be President this 
year of the Bath and West Show, which he thought was an elder sister of 
the famous Royal Agricultural Society. Perhaps it was not inappropriate, 
therefore, that he should be present to propose a vote of thanks by the 
members of the Society to the retiring President. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall took over his duties as Honorary Director, as 
nobody knew better than he (the speaker) did, in the year when the Society 
went to Derby after quitting Park Royal, and from tnat day to the present 
he had done more than anyone to bring the Society to a position of con¬ 
siderable wealth and considerable activity. The members of the Council 
had some very striking figures given to them that morning by Mr. Adeane, 
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the Chairman of their Finance Committee, who allowed them that, whereas 
the receipts wore about £20,000 at Derby, they came to-day to about 
£58,000, showing that the work of running tho Show to-day was about 
two and a half times as much as it was when Sir Gilbert took the work 
over. 

When people tried to oxpress their very particular admiration of a 
man they always said that he was a “ white man.” He believed that Sir 
Gilbert Groenall claimed to be a “Large White” man. (Laughter.) 
At any rate, that was the way in which the members of tho Council and 
every mombor of the Society regarded him. They hoped that they would 
have the bonefit of his great weight and influence to carry the Society 
along for many years to come. They were all very glad to hear that, at 
any rate, they were secure of that until 1930. 

He was quite sure that no member either of the Council or of the 
Society would like him to conclude his few remarks, which wore quite 
unworthy of the subject, without saying how much they felt they owed 
to Lady Greenall—(cheers)—and to other members of Sir Gilbert GreenalTs 
family and to members of his staff, who had always assisted him most 
loyally m tho great work to which he had put his hand. They all hoped 
that Sir Gilbert might live long to continuo that work, and they wero all 
more grateful than any words could express for all that ho had dono m 
the past. 

Mr. Ernest Mathews seconded the motion. He said that he felt that 
it was a groat honour and a great privilege to bo allowed to do so. It was 
a privilege, and he used tho word advisodly, for the reason that he had 
served as Steward under Sir Gilbert since the day when he took over the 
Directorship of tho Show. As steward he had seen all the trials and tho 
difficult work and the difficult questions which had come before Sir Gilbert, 
and he had admired the wonderful way m which he had p,ot out of every 
difficulty. Ho would give just two illustrations. The first day at the 
Doncaster Show foot-and-mouth disease was about. There were a groat 
many telegrams from the Board of Agriculture, as it was in those days, 
and he remembered distinctly being called to a Council mooting at twelve 
o’clock on the Sunday mght before the Show opened to settle what was 
to bo dono if orders came from the Board that cattlo wero not to bo ad¬ 
mitted. There were very few members present at tho Council meeting, 
because there were not very many in the Yard. At five o’clock next 
morning—lie bohevod that was the timo—orders camo down from the 
Board. Everything was already planned by Sir Gilbert, and tho cattle 
wero sent back with the minimum amount of delay. The maximum 
amount of work was done by Sir Gilbert and his staff. 

The other illustration was in connection with another show later on. 
The workman, if he did not get his way, was very apt to striko. Some 
carpenters wanted to go on strike the last week beforo the Show. If 
they had gone on strike it would have been very bad for the Show. When 
tho matter came before a small Committoo, tho Committee asked Sir 
Gilbert to settle the strike. Ho went down to the Showyard and settled 
the strike directly. He (tho speaker) thought that it was simply Sir 
Gilbert’s charming manner and the way in which he got over all difficulties 
with the minimum of talk. 

The motion was carried by acclamation. 

Sir Gilbert Greenall thanked the momliers most sincerely for once 
again passing a vote of thanks to him for the very little which he had 
done and for the not absolutely perfect way in which he had done it. 
He had had a great many difficult questions come before him. Keally, 
one could only do one's best. Sometunes it did not come off; but he 
was rather lucky and it generally did. He thoroughly appreciated the 
honour which the Society did him a year ago in making him its President. 
He thought that although the Society did not make a great deal of moiMy 
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at Chester, it had a most exoellent Show. It was one of the easiest-going 
Shows that he remembered. There was not the least bit of trouble in the 
Yard from beginning to end, and he thought that everybody who went 
enjoyed himself. If they had given satisfaction and pleasure to everybody 
they had done a very great deal. 

As members knew, he never could make a speech. If he was a speaker 
he would say a great deal more. He thanked one and all and everybody 
connected with the Society, especially Mr. Turner and the officials, for 
the very excellent way in which they had supported him. The very 
great success of the Show at Chester was due to them. 
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AWARDS OF PRIZES 
AT CHESTER, 1925. 

ABBREVIATIONS. 

I«» First Prise, H* Second Prize, m* Third Prize. IV., Fourth Prize. 
V., Filth Prize. R. N., Reserve Number. H. 0* Highly Commended. 
0., Commended. 


The responsibility (or the accuracy of the description or pedigree, and for the 
eligibility to compete of the animals entered In the following classes, rests 
solely with the Exhibitors. 

Unless otherwise stated, each Prize Animal In the Classes for Horses, Cattle, 
Goats, Sheep, and Pigs, was M bred by Exhibitor.** 


HORSES. 

Shires. 

S®* 1 ® Class 1 .—Shire Stallions, born in 1922. 

Cata¬ 

logue. 

4 I. (£20, ft R. N. for Champion. 1 )—Horncastle Shire Horse Society, Homcastle, for 

Carlton Wyresdale 3912U, hay, bred by E skevlngton, Park Faim, Bromham, Bedford ; 
9. Wyresd lie Draughtsman .‘34481, d 85814 Moors Sea Breeze by Moors Kitchener 25443. 

5 II. (£lO.)--W. H Neale, Shustoke, Coleshill, Birmingham, for Coleshill Dagger 39450, 

bav, bred by F. O. Bomford, Leigh Sinton, Mahern , s. Marden Dagnam 34137, d. 97454 
Chirkenlnll Wrlttle PrinrrRs by Bablngley Nulli Seeundus 26U9J 
1 HI. (£5 .)—William J Cum r hi, Theale, R< rka, for Frodingham Clansman 39196, brown, 
bred by W mid J liroster, Do\e Farm, t'a\erswall, Stokt-on-Trent; » Leek Clansman 
35792, d. 97898 Dono Piudoucc by Sussex Statesman 29924. 

3 R. N.—R. E. Evans, The Acres, Pulford, Wiexham, for Fosseway Friar. 

H. C.—7. C.-8 

Class 2 .—Shirr Stallions , bom in 1923. 

9 I. (£20, ft Champion. 1 )—J Morris Bflchlr, Tibberton Manor, Newport, Salop, for Eaton 
Premier King 39486, blown, bred by T. E Pleavm, Gwastad Farm, Cefn-y-Bedd; s. 
Eaton Peace King 36515, d. 98108 Gwa^tod Blossom by Robin Hood 10th 30838 

10 n. (£10.)— James Foksraw A Sons, Carlton-on-Trent, Newark, for Coleshill Inventor 

39452, brown, bred by F. D Bowyer, Maxstoke, ColtNhill, *. Primley Inventor 35096, 
d. Draughtsman’s Queen by Warton Draughtsman 27895 

11 m. (£5 .)—Sir Arthur Nicholson, Highfleld Hall, Leek, for Leek Victor 39523, bay, bred 

by A. Colclough, Hassnll Hall Farm. Kandbaeh , 8 Pcndley Footprint 37728, d. 96624 
Alsagor Princess Royal by Champion’s Goalkeeper 30206. 

Class 3 .—Shire Stallions , bom in 1924. 

13 1. (20.)—His Majesty the King, Sandringham, for Jovial Monk, bay; s Monks Green 

Friar 35891, d 104348 Marden Fuchsia by Champion's Goalkeeper 30296. 

16 n. (£10 .)—James Forshaw & Sons, Carlton-on-Trent, Newark, for Broadcaster, bay 
brown, bred by Rex How kins, Clifton Reynes, Olney, Beds ; i. Monks Gieen Friar 36891, 
d. 112542 Pendley Discord by Champion’s Goalkccjwr 30296 

14 m. (£6.)—J. Morris BhLCHru, Tibberton Manor,•'Newport, Salop, for Tibberton Ring¬ 

leader, bay, bred by George Loekley, Summerhlll Farm, Whitgreave, Stafford; t Pendley 
Leader 86071, d. 95113 Ranton Heiress by Ranton Forest King 32749. 

1 Champion Gold Medal, and £5 to the Reserve, given by the Shire Horse Society for 
the best Stallion in Classes 1 to 3. A Prize of £6 is also given by the Shire Horse Society 
to the Breeder of the Champion Stallion, provided the Broeder is a Member of the SI#* 
Horse Society, and the Dam of the animal Is registered in the Shire Horse Stud Book. 
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Class 4 .—Shite Mares, horn in or before 1920, with foals at foot 
22 L (£20, ft Champion *)—G R 0 Foster, Anstey Hall, Trampington, Cambridge, for 
884»0 Erfyl Lady Grey, giey, bom m 1915 [foal by Darhy Wild Wave 38149J, bred by 
William \ iiighan Hand 11 inerfy 1 Wclshpool, g Moors Kitchener 25443, d 88451 Krfyl 
Lady White by Mo( rs (lin 1 22o94 

25 II (£10)—Sir Birnarp Gkiinwill, Batt , Mirden Puk Woldlnphnm, Surrey, for 

1G2248 Cippenham Munel, brown bom in 1910 [foal by Champions Goalkeeper 20290], 
bred by E W lie idington, Cippenham Court, Slough , s Monks Green Friar 85891, d. 
92211 Cippenh im Lthel by Bibmgley Isulll Secundus 26993 

26 m. (£5 )—N HocKrN, Kilkenny, Bibury, fcairford, Glos , for 111022 Bonnie Linde, bay, 

bom in 1920 [foal by Marysh ill Majestic 36747], bred by J Gould, Jack ileygate rams, 
Warbuiton , * Warburton Torcster 2nd 36194, d by Danesflcld Stonewall 22314 
24 R. N —Thomas Green, llie Bank, Pool Quay, Welshpool, for Molly. 

Class 5 .—Shire Mares , horn tn or after 1921, with foals at foot 

29 I (£20) —G R C Fostir, Anstey Hill Trampington, Cambridge, for 112309 Medmen- 

h«»n Princess, bay, boin in 3921 [foal by Withy Pitts Gay Pnnre 39072] bred by R H 
Kune, Westfield, Mi dim nil mi Marlow, * Velbetk Redljnch 36204, d 85809 Montem 
Princess by I ongtorth King (ole 0643 

30 II (£10) — James Gould Crouchlcy Hall L\mm Cheshire, for 112101 Lymm Graceful, 

bay, bom m 1921 [foal by Heiontye Buseot 37494J, t Homing Clansman 35727, d 
95151 Reddish Duchess by Duke s Don lo 30385 

Class 6.— Shire Colt Foals, the produce of Mares entered in Class 4 or 5 1 
33 I (£10) — James Gould Croucliley Hill Txmm, Cheshire for Lymm Blend, boy bom 
March 15 , s Hcrontye Buscot 374 )4, d J12191 1 yinm Graceful Ity Homing Clansman 
35727 

Class 7 .—Shire FiUy Foals, the produce of Mares entered in Class 4 or 5 i 

37 I (£10 )—G R C 1 0 STrR, Anstev H ill Trampington, Cambridge, for bay, bora April 10. 

h Withy Pitts Gay Prince 19072, d 112309 Medmenham Princess by Welbeck Redlynch 
6204 

38 II (£5)—Tamjs Gouid Crouchlcy Hall Lymm Cheshire, for Lymm Sunbeam, bay, 

bom April 25 , * Mossuir 1 orest Chunpion o8929, d 108889 1 vmm Charm by Snowdon 
Menestrel 30924 

40 in (£3 )—N Hocm n Kilkenny, Bibury, Tairford, Glos , for Kilkenny Actress, bay, born 
Apul 24 s Maryshall Mijestic 36747, d 111022 Bonnie I trzle by W arburton I or ester 
2nd 36104 

39 R. N — Sir Bernard Grflnwfil Bart , Mardcn Park, Woldiugliam, Surrey 

Class 8. —Shire Fillies, bom in 1922. 

45 I (£20, ft R. N for Champion Sir \rthur Nicholson, Hlghfleld Hall, Leek, for 
115061 Pendley Selma, bay, bred oy W 1 Lvans Llandiloyrunys Nantgircdig, a 
M oulton Nonsuch 31680 a 116263 Cothi Blossom by Amport Spark 20975 
44 n (£10)—iHii Duki of DrvoNSHiicr KG, (hatsworth Bake well 113887, for Chats- 
worth May Queen, bay, g Inld-Maishal 5tli 35627, d 84311 Chitsworth Marion by 
imr luck 4th 31447 

48 in (£5 )— John Vaughan J he Moors, Welshpool, for 113891 Chearsley Laurel, bay, bred 
by the Txors of R lloadnight, Chearsley, Aylesbury , s In Id Maishal 6th 35627, d 
87889 Chearsley Bonny Lass 2nd by Friar luck 4th 31447 
42 B N —His Majisiy Ihe King, Sandringham, for Joan of Arc. 

H C —4 3, 40, 47 

Class 9 .—Shire Fillies, bom in 1923. 

54 I. (£20 )—A Thomas Loyd, Lockinge, Ardlngton, Wantage, for 116992 Monks Green 

Remembrance bay, bred by 4rthur Smiles, Monks Green Stud Farm, Fetcham, s. 
Champions Goalkeeper 30296, d 99320 Monks Green Princess by Sundridge Coming 
King 33568 

59 n (£10 )—John Vaughan, The Moors, Welshpool, lor 116996 Moon Laura, black, g 
J asildon Clansman 36277, d 103318 Gleadless Forest Queen by Friar Tue k 4th 31447 

55 m. (£5 )— b A Mad eh y, Rodwiy Manor, Waters Upton, Wellington, Salop, for 117258 

Rodway Countess, brown, bred by B Clothier, Batch I arm, Sutton Dltcheat, 1 \ercreech, 
Som , g Markeaton Rcigiung King 36744, d 104368 Mark Queen by Barb >ro* Charming 
King 28356 

56 IV. (£4)—James Merritt, Old Hall Stud Farm, Willaston, Birkenhead for 116595 

Hadlow Duehess, dark bay; s Rokeby Clansman 86023, d 71287 Kcrnclge Queen by 
Redlynch Forest King 23626 

53 R. N — John C Jackson, The Grange, Askera, Doncaster, for Knottingley Tranquil. 

H. C —52, 58 


1 Champion Gold Medal, and £5 to the Reserve, given by the Shire Horse Society for 
the best Mare or Tilly in Classes 4,5,8,9 and 10 A Prise of £5 is also give n by the Shire Horse 
Society to the Breeder of the Champion Mare or Filly, provided the Breeder is a Member of 
the Shire Horse Society, and the Dam of tho animal is registered m the Shire Horse Stud 
Book 

■ Prises given by the Shire Horse Society 
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Class 10. —Shire Fillies, bom in 1924 

70 1 (220 )— Sir Arthur Nicholson, Highfleld Hall Leek, for Leek Diana, brown y t Pend 
ley lootpiint 377-8 d 104096 Leek Vanity by Champions Glausmon 29221 
68 II (210 )—A Thomas Lo\d, Lockinge Ardington, Wantage, for Lockinge Seabreeze, bay, 
bred by J W Sharmui, Grass 1 arm Spalding, s Iregondalo king Cole 23603, d 
75877 Seabreeze by Lockinge 1 lack ihom 24 J8> 

61 IQ (25)—G 11 ( Jjo8Ti r An tey Hull Iruinplngton, Cambridge, for Bower Ladyship 
2nd, bay, t Colney lair >7-o3, d 80920 Glaypole Dray Queen ly Goadby Drayman 
27367 

66 IV (24) — John C Jackson The Grange, A k kern Doncaster, for White Meadow Mavour- 
neen, bay hied by H S T auburn, White Meadow, Ashlourne, 8 Champion’s Goal 
keeper 10296 d 110249 Un Uo Iris by lheale Locking( 3 >216 
0i> R N — Sir Bi rnard Gri enwell, Dart , Mirdcn Pork, Woldingham for Marden Rhoda. 
a C— 64 C— 67 

Class 11. —Shire Geldings, by registered sires, bom tn or before 1921. 

74 1 (220 1 )—Mann Crossman A Iaulin Itd, Albion Brewery, Whitechapel Hoad, 
i mdon L 1, for Champion, biy bom in 1919, bred by N Hocken, Kilkenny, Bibury, 
1 ill ford 6 Ansty lorcst King 28035 

77 II (210 1 )~ Ldwird Parry lyddyn y fron Bettws, Alergclc, for Welsh Boy, blown, 
boin in 1921 lud b> O G ninths, Brjn I arm Carnarvon « Goldin King 2nd 13985 
76 III (25 *)—Gio G Marsh i son Mount Pleasant Spekt, Lin erpool, for Speke Darkie, 
link born in 19-0, bltd by J and 1 Hulhiad Hornby Ianeaster, s Pilling Premier 
J34 > 

80 IV (24 )—\kioria Coat Co (Cardiff) Itd , 82, Crwys Hood Cirdlff for Cymro Gian, 

biy b< rn in 1 )-l bred I> J Lewis, Anglesey t Throstle Boyal Duke 35252, d St ir 
}y \ cw 1m A il t -GS >7 

7 > R N —Mann Crossman A Paulin I td , for Commodore. 

H C— 71, 72 78 C -7« 

Class 12. —Shire Geldings, by registaed sires, bom m 1922 1 

85 I (220 )—Gfo G Marsh <fc Son Mount Pleasant, Speke 1 Ivirpool for Uncle Ben, giry, 

lml by B Panow Haw ton Giange, Newark s March King 34 )> > 

S n (210) —Mann Ciossman V. Iaiiin Itd Albion luwery Whitechapel Bond, 
Londm, L 1 tor Albion Majestic, biy, bred by D W I cwis, Godstone, Suney, t Mar¬ 
shall M ijestic 16747 

81 in (25)—H J 1 arnsworth Hendt omb Buildings C irencester, for Rendcomb Ragman, 

lay, g Ritehffe King (< U 3fS46 d /yKitiliiU 1 orest Xing 2 3622 

86 R N— William 1 Kobirt* Haywood 8 Bidfoid Street South, Liverpool, for Hay- 

wood Pnde 
H C—81 


Clydesdales. 

Class 13 .—Clydesdale Stallions, born m 1922 

89 1 (220)—Albert Jamfs M \.k>ii m t Irilgelnnk Strinraor, for Bndgebank Footman 

20877,daik blown l red by r mies Dickie Kilton He use, Dumfries , b Dunure Iootprmt 
lo-O , (l Meadow Swcrt «>34r by Boj il Tavounti 10630 

90 II (210)— A Montoomiry V (o, Tcnlitlind Kirkcudbright fc r Precedence 21116 hay, 

bicd by Smith and Alston Llliugham H me * aim (liitliill, Northumberland , b Happy 
( hoito 19741 d ( ila Jean 51360 by Biron Idcil 14585 
88 in (25 )—At Bin 1 ames Marshall for Bndgebank Footguard 20875, brown bred by 
r F Keir Hinhstoun, Dollar, 8 Dunure Iootprint 15-03, d llirvicstoun Aida 50574 
by Apukwa 14567 

Clas" 14. —Clydesdale Stallions, bom in 1923 

92 I 120, & R N for Champion *)—B and T Chapman, Johnston Girtcosh, for Baron's 

Eclipse 21032, biown bred by J P Skigh St Tolm's Wells lyvle, 8 Dunure Foot¬ 
print 15203 d Wills Nona 5407- ly Hiawatha Agijin 1871 .> 

93 II (210)—James Kilivirick Griigie Mains Kilraamoik, fir Craigie Exquisite °1053, 

bay bred by Peter McAulay Bow I arm Grctnock, 8 Craigie Kxitlleuce 19971, d 
Craigie Mermaid 55394 by Craigie Litigant 19071 

Class 15. —Clydesdale Stallions, born in 1924 
08 I (220, ft Champion)—J amts Kilpatrick, Craigie Milus, Kilmarnock, foi Cnugie 
Ambition, brown bred by James Beaton Mains of Glack Pitcaplt, s Bonnie Buch- 
lyvit 14032, d lady Piiut 5ol08 by Dunure Iootprint 15-03 


1 Prires given by the Shire Horse Society 

• Champion Sihor Medal given by the Clydesdale Horse Society for the best Stalin 
Classes 13 to 15 
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09 II (£10)— Albfrt James Marshall, Biidgcbank, Stianraer, for black, bred by G and K 
ilndluter, Jen iswood Mama, Lanai k, t Dunure I ootprlnt 15203, d Nellie of Copihills 
64215 by Dandaldth Quest 19082 

101 m (£6 )—Ailxandjk Murdoch, East Hallslde, Hillside, Cambmlang, by Glasgow, 
for H&Qude, bay, t Cralgie McQuald 20724, d Ophelia 65518 by Cralgle Litigant 19071. 

Olass 17.— Clydesdale Ftlhes, bom in 1922. 

104 I (£20, & Champion *)—James Kilpatrick, Oialgle Mains, Kilmarnock for Craigle 
Ella, brown, bred by Junes Cairns, Abercrombie, life , e Croigie Litigant 19071, d 
Abercrombie Irama 47287 by Dunure footprint 15201 

105 IL (£10 )—W and J Rfith, Kcnnerty 1 aim, Petcr< ultcr.for Dunure Real, bay bred by 
Robert Park, Brunstane, Portobello, i Dunure lootprmt 15202, d Queenie of limn 
■tane 62802 by Auchenflower 12007 

Class IS,—Clydesdale Fillies, bom m 1923. 

Ill L (£20, & R. N. for Champion ^—Douglas D Murray, Ihe Dene, Seahim Harbour, 
for Queen of Them All, 1 rown, t Dunure 1 ootprmt 15203, d Staham Ideal 63907 by 
Auchenilowtr 12007 

108 n (£10 )—Robert Dalzitx, Rue, Holy wood, by Auldgirth, for Rne May Mom, black ; 
t Dunure Footprint 1520 3, d Noss \irti 44899 fy Mister Divid 15941 

113 EH (£5)—Miss L M Klim, Rennert'S firm Pcterculter, fir Irene, bay, $ lyvie 
Sensation 20042, d Dunure Dcstmy 548u y Dunure, IssintlU 19102 

100 R N — Damp A_dams, Auchencraig, DumoarLon, for Knockdon Gladys 
H C.—109 


Class 19.— Clydesdale Fillies , born in 1924 

115 I (£20)— Chari es \itki vhlad, Cur House 1 uni, New Seaham, for Dignity, biown; 
8 1 Hold 20334, d Honiih Jean 44472 by ltevelanta 

117 H. (£10 )— Robert I) t/iii, Kuc Holjwc id, l y Auldgirth, fir Rne May Queen, black, 
s 1 lie ilm footnote »0 01, d Noss Aida 44899 by Master David 1 »04 3 

116 in (£5)— Arcitii Roadie West 1 nd 1 imi llimlj, (.umbtrlind frr Opulence, baj, 
bred by Junes \onng Greenfield, btnthaven, « lorrs Majestic 21138, ef J uly Astur 
55730 by Dunure Iootpilnt 15203 

Class 20.— Clydesdale Geldings , by registered sires , bom m or before 1922 1 2 * 

121 I (£20) —Jamis It*mi\gi, Darns of C laverliouse, Dundee, for Bellringer, brown, born 
hi 1 >21, bred bv John Bell, lyric Miins, 1 nserburgh , 8 Martino 184 jO 

123 II (£10 )—W iliiam Kprr, Bell Mount, Penrith, fir Jeff, brown, born on 1921, bred by 
M ij >r Dudgeon, Cargen H )lm, Dumfries, 8 Bennie Ludilv\lt 14032 

124 in (£5 )—-Scoiush Ce> OP&RATIVR Whoiisalj boci*rY, i td , 95, Morrison Street, 
Glisgow, foi Jock, brown, born in 1921, brod by D T Llliot, Nisbet Hull, Duns, 8 
be otlind Victir 18108 

122 R N — Iamls Ileming, for Utihty. 

H. Ck—119 


Suffolks. 

Class 21 .—Suffolk Stallions , bom in or before 1921 8 
128 I (£20, & Champion *) — Horace W Packard, ()\h hall bhothv, Ipswich, for Hmtlesham 
Agility 4935, bom in 1919, bred by b Warth, Hintlishim, bullolk, 8 Morston Con 
naught 4)90 d Biwdsley Josephine 0426 by Cooks Nu pollan 2933 
130 H (£10, & R N for Champion 4 * ) —P C VtsTm, 1 aston Park, Wiekham Market for 
Sudbourae Premier 4963, chestnut, born In 1919, bicd by the hte Lord Minton Sud 
bourne Hall, butfolk , t Sudboumo Beau Brocade 4235, d budbourne Moonlight 8023 
by buelbourno Arali 3287 

132 in (£5)— William Woodgatp, Fall field, lramhngham, for Blackmore Hopeful 5200, 
bom in 1920, bred by L H bikes, Ingitestone , 8 Bawdsey bickleman 4023, d Grange 
Mermaid 8995 by Sudboumo Arab! 3287 

126 R. If— James Forrist, Tattingstone Hill, Ipswich, for Tattugitone Beau Espnt. 

H C—120 


Class 22 .—Suffolk Stallions , bom in 1922. 

133 L (£20)— Frayk J Cullev, < re ssmg Temph, Braintree, for Creasing Crusader 5433, s. 

frimiinghim AUeuby 482b, d Daudsey Queen 9913 by Bawdsey Hay 4188 
13a n (£10)—A T Prat i, Morston Hall, Trimley, Ipswich, for morston Contract 6442; 
8 bhothy Counterpait 4903, d Morston Gold Gleam 10371 by Morston Gold Guard 4234 


1 Cham pi m Silver Medal given by the Clydesdale Horse Society for the best Mart or 1 Illy 
In Cl vasts 16 to 10 

•Prizes given by the Clydesdale Horse Society 

• Prizes given by the Suffolk Horse Society 

4 rht ‘ Coronation * Perpetual Silver Challe nge Cup, value £60, given by the Suffolk 

Horse Society for the best Stallion in Classes 21 to 24 
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Class 28. —Suffolk Stalhons, bom i n 1923. 

142 I (220)—P R L Savtll, Copmle Court, Nuthurst, Sussex, for Bawdzey Bountiful 5551, 
bred by Sir Cuthbfrt Quiltcr, Birt, 1 awdsey Woodbridge $ framlingham Allenby 
4826 a Bawdsey Minem (449 ly Biwdscj Harvester 30"6 

143 II (210)— 1 HOM 4 S H Sociion, fanfleld T>e West Hanningfleld, Chelmsford, for 
Monton Bean Brocade 55o r >, l ri d by the 1 xors of the late i ord Manton Sudbourne 
Hall Suffolk, s SudI ounu beau Brncidi 42 5, d Miggy 8090 by budI k ume Arab 3309 

138 IH (26)—( aptatn ( I iiTZllOY Ihi 1 odgi Tarm Coney Weston Bury St Edmunds, 
for Bars bam Sultan 2nd 5502 bred by C ipt H Catclipolc, Darsliam Hall, Suffolk, $ 
Darshun Mirshman 49(5 d Dai slum feuPanitte 8310 by Darsham Sheik 4139 

140 R N —1 W Horlock, Mlstlcy House, Mi&th}, Essex, for Mistley Heracles, 

H C—141 

Class 24. —Suffolk StdUtons t bom tn 1924. 

140 I (220)—Captain C r rirzRo*, The T odge Farm, Coney Weeton Bury St Edmunds, 
for Coney Weston Satellite 5660 , « budboumo Arab! 3287, d Daisy 3rd 8229 by Eldo 
Starkey 3762 

150 n (210)—A T Pratt, Morston H ill, 1 imky Ipswich, for Morston Gold King 6643, t 
Morston Cxold Guard 4214 d Tod is Queen 7"72 ly Bawdsey Harvester 3076 

149 m (25 )—A 1 1 ‘rai i, for Morston Counter-Ring, bred by the 1 xors of the late Spencer 
Dawson Stritton Hill Ipswich , s Shotlcy Counter part 4903, d Stratton Vera 6952 
by Sprougliton Gold King 1347 

151 R N—sm Cuihbirt Quiitpr, Bart , Bawdsey, Woodbndge, for Bawdsey Ming. 

H C—148 C—147 

Class 26. —Suffolk Mares , with foals at foot 

1611 (£20, & B N for Champion *) —Siu ( u thuprt Qttiltlr Bart , Bawdsey Woodbridge, 
for Bawdsey Poreelam 10404 bom in 1119 [foal by rrainlingham Allenby 4826], $ 

1 irl Cray 421) rf I3awd«ey China Doll 2nd 7252 by Bentley War (ry 3028 

162 n (210 )—Sir (uthbirt Qfutir Bari, for Bawdsey Sappho 11350, bom in 1921 
[foil by IrimlmMiam Allenby 4826], s Earl Giay 4219, d Bawdsey Minerva 6449 
lyy B iwdsey II « vester 1070 

103 HI (25)—A Carlylk Smith Sutton Hall Woodbridge for Ashmoor Bessie 10367, bom 
In 1919 [foul by 1 nmlingh im Allenby 48~6] , t Sudbourne Arab 3 309, d Ashmoor 
Belle by iayl< r s Majestic ° 327 

164 IV (24 )—P C Vpsti I nston Park, Wickham Market for Sudbourne Gem 10872, bom 
in 1920 [foil by Woolversti nr Clurkmatt 468 3] bred by the Lord Manton Sud¬ 
bourne Hall, Orford, » Sudbourne Beau Brocade 4235, d Diamond 0611 by lumer s Gold- 
find tr 3011 

157 B N—Ttput Coi W T HARRihov, OPE, Wychnor Park, Burton on Trent, for 

Bawdsey Wench. 

H C—159 

Class 26 —Suffolk Colt Foals , the produce of Mares xn Class 26* 

168 I (210 )—Sir Cunini rt Quiltfr I3ai t Bawdsey Woodbiidge, for foal bom I cb 16 , 
8 1 nmlinclnm Allen! y 4820 d Biwdsey Porcdam 10404 by Farl Gray 4219 

107 H (25)—Sir CurHBi hi Quitti R I ait fir foal lorn Tib 1, t I ramllngham Allenby 
48-6 d Lawd'uv H »\sred 9490 by Biwdsey Hay 4188 

169 IH (23)—Sir (UTHRPRT Quilipr I3*rt for foal bora March 18, 8 lramlingham 
Allenby 4S26 d 1 awdsiy Siipho 11 j0 ly 1 arl Guy 4219 

Class 27. —Suffolk Filly Foals , the produce of Mares xn Class 25 1 

174 1 (210)-A ( \rivii Smith Sutton Hall Woodbridge for Ashmoor Berry, bom Feb 
19, 8 l ramlinghira Allinly 4826 d Asbmo >r Be^ie 10367 by Sudbourne Arab 3309 

172 II (25)- I hut Col W 1 IKKRiisON 0 13 1 Wychnor Talk, Burton on Jrent, for 
Wychnor Wendy, boin Mirch - >, 8 Bawdst y Wassail 5132, d Bawdsey Wench 10825 
by Ba\ulscy 1 irlet 4 90 

173 IH (23 )—A Priston Toms Miekleover Home, Dirby, for Mlckleover Snnihine, bom 

March 15 8 Hi "stead Punchinello 5096, d Sudbourne Moonlight 8623 by Sudbourne 

Peter 39o5 

Class 28. —Suffolk FxUxes, bom xn 1922 

180 I (220, ft Champion l )—A T Pratt, Morston Hall Trimley, Ipswich, for Morston 
Gold Choioe 12070 , 8 Morston Gold Guard 4234, d Golden Lasa 8614 by Bcndlesham 
Steward 4137 

377 n (210)—W J Fr\fr, Holme Park Sonnmg, Beading, for Sudbourne Sybil 12146, bred 
by the Txors of the late Lord Manton 8 Sudbourne Mtrryman 6062, d Sudbourne 
Cybtle 10001 by Sudbourne Biau Brocade 4235 

181 IH (25)—A Carl5if Smtth Sutton Hall Woodbrldgc tor Walpole Majdiea 11707, 
bred by Miss M Gillett Walpole, Halesworth, 8 Samford Rufus 4712, d Walpole 
Monica 8940 by Sudbourne Arabl 3287 

178 B H—Saxton W A Nobii Writhara Hall Thetford, for Wretham Fuohia. 

1 Champion Prl/e of £10 given by the Suffolk Horse Society for the best Mare or Tilly In 

Claeses 25 28, 29 and 80 % 

* Prizes given by the Suffolk Horse Society * 
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Class 20. —Suffolk FtUtei, bom tn 1923 

187 I (120 )—A Carlyle Smith, Sutton Hall, W oodbrldge, for Bromeswell Patricia 12289, 
bred by H King, Bromeswell, Suffolk, t> Sudboume Aiab 3409,4 Bromeswell StelU 
10289 by Frunlingham J off res 4425 

184 II «10)—W N L Champion, Riddles worth Hall, Thetford, for Riddlesworth Barmaid. 
1248C bred by the Exore of the late I ord Manton, budboume Hall * budbourne 
Beau Brocade 4245, d budbourne Armada 851') by budbourne Peter 4955 

185 m (£5 )—Sir Cl thbkrt Quilter, Bart , Biwdsev Wood budge for Bawdsey Haysel 
12508, s b ramllngh im Allenby 4826, d Bawdsey Ha^^ecd 94965y Bawdsey Hay 4188 

189 R N —A tr Welch, W or 1 Ingham, Beceles, lor worlingham Stella. 

H C—190 C—188 

Class 30. —Suffolk FtUies, born tn 1924 

109 I (220)- P C 'VtsrftA, 1 aston Park, Wickham Market, for Martley Pnma Donna 
8 Sudbourne Premier 4902 d iilngshill Cave 11 10083 by rreaton Marshal 4420 

191 n (210)— Captain C K lirzhoi, The lodge laim, Coney Weston Bury bt Id 
immds for Coney Weston Arabia 12970 , s Sudboume Atabl 3-87, d btai light 2nd 10218 
by budbouine Peter Pan 4214 

200 m (25) —A G Welch, Wnrlmghsm Beechs for Worlingham La Belle Rente 12871 , 
8 Sudboume Toch 4869, d La Belle Rouge 10011 by Sudbnurm Beauehhf 4215 

201 IV (24) —1 W Wilson A Sons Ltd Hadleigh Suffolk lor Hadleigh Juno 12985 # 
Ashmoor Comsheal 5286, d Hadleigh K 10.^8 by Moiston Wallace „987 

195 B. N— Thi Rt 11on Sir William Joy^n Hicks, Brn, MP, 70, Queen’s Gate, 
London, b W 7, for Tacolneston Marchioness. 

H. C—193 C—192, 196 

Class 81. —Suffolk Qdd\nq% by leqnlrred 'arcs, bom tn or before 1922 1 

206 I (220 )— Mrs Lul\n Rich The Grays Stud 1 irm Wcstcrham Hill for Colonel, bom 
In 1919, bitd by Stephen Jackson H uilcigh, Suffolk , s Wool\erstouc I lash Cadet 4095, 
d Scott 6279 

209 II (210) —I* C \esii y 1 aston Park Wickh im Mirkrf for Duke, 1 ora In 1920 bred 
by L H Reynolds, Home PI ice, Denham, a budboume Peter Pun 1214, d Burton 
Maid 8527 

205 HI (25 )— Mrs Tvelyn Rich, for Captain, born In 1920 bred by 1 C Burton, Grove 
larm, Rcssinglind, & Matcldcss 4628, d Dunty 8469 

204 B N — Sir Cuthbitit Quilt*r, Bart, Bawdsey, Woodbridge for Peter 
H C— 208 C— 203 


Percherons. 

Class 32. —Percheron Stallions, bom in or before 1921 2 

210 I (220)— Aubi r\ W Hand*, II vycroft Sherborne, Northleach, for River Vonssoir 

B 132, grej bom in 1921 8 Uiuiplirc B 4 , d Deris B 127 by Aitcmus 4 73339 

Class 33.— Percheron Stallions , born in 1922 

214 L (220, A Champion*)— Hk\ry R Ov*rmav Brampton Ash, Mirket llarborough, 
for Hilderstone Watteau B 198, grey bred In H bide bottom, Lmwades, Kennet, Hew 
market, 8 Misanthrope 15 d Ruchec B -96 by Is it hit 1 117897 

211 H. (210, A R. N. for Champion J )— Ihomas Cook, Hobland House Bradwdl, Great 
Yarmouth, for Hobland Dragon B 219, grey , a Perfection B 46 d Sononte B 34 i by 
Ohio F 113742 

212 m (25 )—Guy Fenwick, North Luffenhun Hall St imford, for Hobland Demon P 218 
grev bred by Thom is Cook, Hobland House, Bradwell, « Perfection B 46, d Quanuse 
B 57 by Lycaon 1 103544 

213 R N. —tOL H L Hambro, C B L , Coldham Hall, Bury St Ldmimds, for Coldham Gun¬ 
ner. 


Class 34. — Percheron Stallions , bom in 1923 

215 I. (220, A Champion*)— Stanlf\ M Dennis, Shimden Manor, Mayfield, Sussex for 
Shamden Achilla B 24 3, black gre> , a Lagor ]> 1, d Quartelette B 19 by llmon 1 99810 

216 H (210, A B N. for Champion *)— Miss R M Harrison, O B E, Matr Hall, Newcastle, 
Stuffs lor Romah Gamgee B 245, iron grey, 8 Mis inthrope B 5, d Quolllne B 297 by 
1 yonnals J 102760 

217 HI (25)— W h Swinnjrton, Manor House, Over Whltacre, Birmingham, lor Greyling 
X B 221, grey, bred by Mrs Robert Emmet, Moreton Paddocks, # Rhum B 53, d 
Quonjolute B 220 by Myrmidon T 1095o4 


x Prizes given by the 8nffolk Horae Society. 

* Pi lies given by the British Percheron Horse Society 

• Perpetual Silver Challenge t up, v vlue Tifty Guineas, given by the British Percheron 
Horae society for the best Stallion In Classes 32 to 35 

4 Perpetual Silver Challenge Cup, value 1 ifty Guineas, given by the British Percheron 
Horae Society for the best btallion in Class 34 bom In Great Britain 



Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester , 1925. lxxiii 

Class 85. — Percheron Stallions, bom in 1924. 

218 I (£20 ) — Chivers A Sons, Ltd , lliston, Cambridge, lor Wurfnn Drayman 3rd B 317, 
grey, $ 1 rape/e £ 140424, d Umflcition B 555 ly Mamllon 1 110245 
210 u (£10) —Major J S Courtauld, M( , Ml* Burton Park, Petwoith Sussex for 
Barton Yeoman B 508, dark gicy , g Rhuml5 53 d Qualamitc 15 5 by Lyonnais F102706 
223 m (£6) —Charles Wilson, KIseholme, Lincoln, f >i Rueholme Simon B 314, grey, 
g Bargaly Chieftain B 10 d Siamoise B 528 by Nihilist c 1 117094 
221 B N — Mrs Robert Lumet, Moreton Paddox, Moretoii Morrell, W arwlck, for Greylug 
Cointreau 


Class 86 .—Percheron Mare*, with, foals at foot 

228 I (£20, ft Champion *)— Major J 8 Courtauld, M C , M P, Burton Park, Petworth, 
Sussex, for Qnalamite B 4, li^ht grey, bom m 1916 [foal by Quanteleux B 351 bred bv 
M lireux, la tour, Mamers, la barthe, 1 ranee, s Lyonnais F 102760, d Montre F 
306607 by lberien F 811o5 

230 n (£10. & R N tor Champion l )—Miss R M Harrison O B r Maer Hall Newcastle, 
Stills, for Qmtana B 90, grey, bom m 1916 [foil by Oitho B 2-] bred by M Chopin, 
Oheinille, Mortagne, Trance, t Lagor T 100512, d Mazurka 1 105941 by Huchoir 1 
777C0 

225 m (£5)— Chivies C Sons Itd, Hist hi Cim bridge, for Ogive B 490 grey, bom in 
3914 [foal ly Lagor B 1] bndbyM 1* thd>pin la Girunc, Koullic, £rance , 8 Instar 
T 78857, d Pascahne I 600-0 by Ghcivl 1 44984 

226 IY (£4)—CiHVKiw t Sons, Ltd , for Petronne B 17<, grey bom in 1915 [foal by 
\ lllabon B 27b] bred by If I ouvu T a Rciniere, Mortagne, fiance , g Japon 1 84810, 
d Hebe T 77119 by Megrillon T 59997 

229 R H —Guy 1 lnwick. North Luffenham Hall, Stamford, for Sane. 

Class 87 .—Percheron Colt or Filly Foals , the produce of Mares in Class 30 a 

237 I (£10 ) — Chivers A Son I to , Hlston, Cambridg* for gn y filly, bom March 16 » 
t \ilhbjn B 276, d Pctrrnne B 176 by Tapon T 84819 

240 II (£5 )—fix \ J knwigk, North Luifenlnm Hall, St imford, for grey colt, bom April 7 , 
g Misanthrope B 5, d Sane B 26 1 y Napoleon T 114031 

241 HI (£3 )—Miss B M Harrison, OBI , Mier H dl Newcastle, Staffs, for black filly, 
boin March 50, * Ortho B 22, d Quitani 15 90 ly Ligor 1 J00512 

239 R N —Major J S Courtauld, M C, M P Burton Park, ' tworth, Sussex 

Class 88 .—Percheron Fillies , bom in 1922. 

248 I (£20 )—CmviRS A Sons, J td Histon, ( imbndgr for Greyling Welcome B 443 grej. 
bnd by Mrs Bobert fmmtt, Mon ton Paddox, Mortton Morrell, g Bhum B 63, d 
Reversion 1» 349 by NoyU f 117498 

247 H (£10 )—C himrs & bo vs, I td lor Argentexue B 591, dirk grey bred ly M Gnsselin, 
La Mirtinidro, Mortagne, 1 ranee , § Bemordb 1 1333o4, d Litornc 1 100791 by Harold 
f 74198 

250 HI (£5)— Mrs M M Iip/Girald, Marsden Manor, Cirencester, for Marsden Ambroame 
B 446, grey , s Quanteleux 15 35, d Batissoire B 263 by Neetohe 1 112697 

Class 89 .—Percheron Tillies , bom in 1923 

2511 (£20)—Captain Bober r B Brasses Cottesbrooke H ill, Northampton,for Blagueose 
B 662, grey, bred by M Leprinue, Villeneuque, 1’IIcrmiUere, £rancef, a lelisscr Jb 
12660 5, d Marinette T 105312 by Gazoo f "0957 

2o4 H (£10, ft Champion’)— 1)inam Ivtatls (.o, Llandlnam Hall Tarm, Tlandlnam 
Mont, for Dmam Founcifed B 580, dark grey, « Prescient B 17, d Sourdiere B 319 
by Mgand £ 111585 

257 HI (£5» ft B N tor Champion *)— Chai lls Wilson, Bi eholme, Lincoln, for Rueholme 
Siren B 504 grey, a Mis mtlirope B 5, d Siamoise B 528 by Nihlliste I 117694 

255 R. N — Din am 1 states Co , for Duam Quotit6 

Class 40 .—Percheron Fillies , bom m 1924 

2>9 I (£20)— Ciiivjrs t Sons Ltd , Histon, Cambridge, for Hilton Bess B 641, grey, 8 
Oh B 68, d Pxrthe B 178 by Japon F 84819 

201 H (£10)—Gur Ilnwick, North LuffenhAm Hall, Stamford, for Luffenham Loma B 
008 grey, s Ombrkn B 15 d Iorene B lo8 by Appleton A 301534 

258 m (£6)— Captain Robirt B Bhassey Cottesbrooke Hall Northampton, for Cottei* 
brooke Birene B 610 grey g Onuphre B 43. d £ dna B 418 by I orfalt King F 104637 

200 R M — Din am Lstates Co , Llandinam Hall £ arm Llandinam, for Dinam Savoie 


1 Perpetual Silver Ghdlenge tup value Fifty Guineas given by the British Percheron 
Horse Society tor the be*t Min or £illv in Classes 36 38, 39 and 40 
* Prizes given by tno British Pcroheron Horse Society 

■ Peipetual Sllvti (ha 1 uge tup vtfue Fifty Guineas given by tho British Percheron 
Horse Society foi tho be&t iill> m Class 39 bom in Great Britain 



hctiv Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1925. 


Hunters. 

Class 41. —Hunter Mares, with foals at foot 

271 L (220. ft Champion M—Warrb <v Unwin. Longdon Hall, Tewkesbury, for Oavalkm, 
bay, bim In 1915 [foal by Rochester] 

262 n (£10. & R H for Champion l )— Likut Col Sir Mfrrik R Burrlll, Bart , C B E , 
Knepp Castle, Horsham, for 63 30 The Belle, brown born In 1916 [foal by The Best 147] 
s IImover Square, d 1014 Surprise by Silver Xiug 64 

266 in (£6)— Waiter J 1 rylr, CUE, Holme Park, bonning, Berks, for 6847 Larch, 
ba> bom In 1911 [foil by Tantamount], bied by Lieut Col M< ysey Thompson, ELnares 
borough \orks, * Bilk Gill 178, d Bntannn by Prince \ortimei 

269 R N —Lady Ierrington, Springfield, Marlow, Bucks, for Lady B. 

Class 42. —Hunter GoU Foal s, the product of Mares in Class 41. 

276 I (£10) —Walter J Ir\lr, C B L , Holme Pirk, Sonrnng, Berks, for Tanlaroh, brown, 
bom Mai eh 80, s Tantamount, d 5847 Larch by Birk Gill 178 

274 H (£5)—'W Lindsay Lverard, M P , Ratcliffc Hall, Leicester, for chestnut, bom May 
18, 8 Sysonby, d Brown Sugar 

277 m (£8)— Lady Terrinoton, Springfield, Marlow, Bucks, foi brown, bom May 21, 
e Baydrop, d 6980 Lady B by Cnplivatbn 

Class 43. —Hunter Filly Foals , the produce of Mares in Class 41. 

286 L (£10)— Warkl & Unwin, Longdon Hall, .icwktsbury, for brown, bom May 16, 
8 Rochester, d Cavnllini by Long lorn 

283 n (£5 )— H 8 Robson Scon Hightown Hill Ringwood, Hants, for 6448 Lady Butler, 
chestnut, bom April 12, 8 Baydrop, d 643a Optimist 

Class 44. — Hunter Mares ( Novice) with foals ai foot 

288 L (£20 )—Lieut Col Sir Mj rrik R Burki n, Bai t CUE, Rncpp Little Horsliam, 
foi 6739 Blood Rnby, brown born in 1J18 [foal bj Valens], 8 lire Lest, 147, d 2201 
Princess ltuby by Red Prince 

292 U (£10 )—Harry Mason, Kynnerslev Minor Wellington, Salop, for Seagull, gicy bom 
in 1916 [foal by Lord Beauprt], bud in Irelind 

296 in (£6)— Warre <fr Unwin J ongd m Hill, Tewkesbury for Pnma Donna, grey, 
bom in 1920 [foal by Klldaie 2nd], bred by Geoff Xcnjou, Haxby, lork-., 8 Prmiary, 
d 6792 Beauty Darling by Butfcrscotch 

290 IV (£4 )— Hi ig Genlral B M k oot, rL.CMG.DSO, White Hdl Bcrkhamsted, 
for 6011 Jacqueline, bay, born in 1920 [foal by Chantcur], « Captain J ick 158, d 3606 
Norah 4th by Red Sahib 75 

294 R. N —T B Nunnlrlly, The 1 wemlows, Whitchurch, Salop, for Betty Moss 

Class 45. —Hunter Colt Foals , the produce of Mares in Class 44 

301 L (£10 )—Mrs Joseph Widgi u, li< ech Hill West Deri v Liverpool for Jubilee, chestnut, 
bom May 9, c Manxman, d Mistletoe by Woodstock 

299 n (£5)—T B Nunmrllv, The iwemlows Whitchurch, bilop, for chestnut, bom 
April 2 3 ,8 Lord Beaupre, d Betty Moss fy Juyl ind 175 

300 III (£3)— Warrj A Unwin, Longdon Hall, liwkcsbury, for grey, bom April 18, * 
Kildare 2nd, d Prima Donni by Primary 

Class 46. —Hunter Filly Foals , the produce of Mares in Class 44 

280 I. (£10 )— Lieut Col Sir Merrik R Burrfll Baf t C B L, Xncpp Coptic, Horeham, 
for bay, born May 1 , * Valens, d 5"39 Blood Ruby liy Ihe Best 147 

306 n (£6 )— Warre <fc Unwin, Longdon Hall, Tewkesbury, for chestnut, bom March 23 , a 
Mceroy, d Bellemlr 

304 m (£3 )—Brig Guneral R M Foot, OB,CMG,DSO, White Hill, Berkhamstcd, 
for 6452 Bndal Chant, chestnut, bom March 30 , a Chanteur, d 6011 Jacqueline by 
Captain Jack 158 

Class 47. —Hunter FiUies, horn in 1922. 

808 I (£20)— Major Gordon B Foster, Nawton Towers, Nawton, "lories, for 
Belie, bay, a Dunholme, d Rosscommon Belle by Broxton 

307 II (£10) -W B Brown, Southolme, felingsby, Malton, for Joy Girl, chestnut, a Jovial, 
d Proud Mary by Proudndge 

811 HI (£6 )— David Llfwkllyn Jenkins, Boverton Place, Llantwit Major Cardiff for 
6365 Glittering Gold, chestnut, a Jingling Georglc, d 6364 Golden I ady by Bachelor’s 
Charm 163 

810 R. N — r W B Gubbins, Swalchffe Park, Banbury, for Rawme 


1 Champion Gold Medal given by the Hunters’ Improvement and National Light Horse 
Breeding Society for the best Mare four years old and upwards in Classes 41 and 44, whPh 
must be either registered in the Hunter Stud Book, or the entry tendered within a month 

of the Award 



Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1925. Ixxv 

Glass 48 .—Hunter FtUtes, bom »n 1923 
314 1 (120, ft S V for Champion >)—Mrs m Chaunir Webbery, Bideford, for 0387 
Ginger Jane chi stout, « > or urn, d 6 380 Kitle 2nd ty Red Prince 2nd 
313 n (£10)— Maj)R Cuvb I3r hr bn s, Swintm Omn^ Milt in, for 0207 Heouba 2nd, 
bvy, t frathirne, d 4106 Heithei 3rd ly Sc itch Sign 

318 ED (25 )—H S Robson Scori HUJitjwn Hill, Kingw > k 1, for 0430 Ragwort, chestnut, 
9 Rugged Robin d 0435 Optimist 

317 S N—Harry Mason, kynnersley Manor Wellington, Salop for May Day. 

Class 49 .—Hunter Fillies, bom xn 1924 

319 I (220, ft Champion M—W B Bn >wn, Southolrae Slmgsby, Milton, for Home Proud* 
chi stout, 9 Dunhclme d Proud Miry by l»roudrid ft e 

320 H (210)—LiKur Col Sir Mi rrik R Burri li 13art , C B T , Knepp Cattle Horsham, 
for Chime, brown, « The Best 147 d r >3 30 Ihe Bilk by Hmover Squaie 

328 m (25 )—E D Newman, Scrcmby Manor, Spilsby,for 0385 M&zura, bay, s Pop Covert, 
d 4973 Miss Barock by Akbar 

322 R N.—Walter J Iryer, CBE, Holmo Park, Sonning, Berks, for Gaylarch. 

H. C —321 

Class 50 .—Hunter Geldings, bom xn 1922 
338 I (220)—Miss R M Harrison OBL Maer Hall Newcastle, Staffs, fir Jester 2nd 
(Supp ^o 077) bav * Hunty (riwk 18b d 6231 Miss liutsby ly Hi llmyton 
331 II (210)—G P and H M JUilvhd Strawmoor Oiken Woherhmij ton 1 >r Hector, 
chestnut, « king Mil vs l (>36 Miss Heston by Histou 

341 HI (25)—Mator Walhr II Rawnsli<y WeU \ vie Alford lines for Top o’ the Vale 
(Supp No 803) chestnut bred l y 1 I)a\y I)illy Siikby, » Top ( vcit 

335 IV (24)—F T Gi a/i Ihelirs loin Oiks Warwickshire for King’s Counsel (Supp 
No 708) bay, bred by II I Stirey Milmisbury, s Rathurde d Bessie / y Astrologer 
334 R N—Major Goi don B Iomek Niwton Towers, Naw ton, Yorks, for Dunton. 

H C—332, 333, 330 C—339 

Class 51 —Hunter Geldings, bom xn 1923 
340 I (220) —Mator H C Mlriditii Broulwird Hall Aston on Clun, Salop, for Baylad 
(Supp No 784) brown, s Baydrop d r > )80 I vdy B by (aptivati n 
347 II (210)—Mi job WALrrn H Rawnsley Will Vali Alford, Lines, for Tarpaulin 
(Supp No 79 j), bay, s Tip Ciwrt d ol70 Mermnd 8th h Oiean Wave 
345 HI (25 )— McMorran Br UlILRS Aston Colt vgi, Astm Nantw tor Catch Me (Supp 
No 8113) chestnut * I mlgrave d Bridle Way 6/ General Symons 

342 R N —Major Clive Beiiuns, &w mton Grangi, Malton, for Pnnoe Harry. 

H 0—343 

Class 52 —HnnUr Colts or Geldings, born xn 1924 
3491 (220)—G P anlJI M Ballard Strawmoor Ovkcn Wolverhampton fjr Gentleman 
Robert, ihistnut olt 8 kin., Midis d 6302 Miss litston by Heston 
355 II (210 )—Mrs 1 vilyn Rich Tin (xi iys stud 1 irm Wcsiirhvm Hill kint for Ben 
Lomond, chestnut c >lt, bred by the Middleton Pirk btud, Irilmd , * Lomond d Maila 
by Mirio 

350 IH (25 )—Major (livi Bi hrknn Swinton Gringo, Malton, for Pull Cry, bay gelding , 
n Aynslev d Cl 1 Ihmlsh Quien ly Terielis 
3 j 4 R N —l ahain Owi n Pi ll 4.bbeygite Bmg >r on Dee, North Wiles for By Command 


Polo and Riding Ponies. 

Class 58. — Polo and Riding Pony Stallions, bom xn or befoie 1920, not exceeding 

15 hands 

359 I (215, ft R N for Champion *)— Thomas James Hillman, Stnd Tirm Stock Wood 
Reddltch for Tom Webster 119), bay bom In 1918 brid by Messrs Botterill, s Desman 
(Vol 21 p 3 >7 d Star Diimond (Vol 20 p 875) by Onon 

3a8 II (210)— Mims B O Cor\ Wright, Ayot Place, Welwyn Herts for St Lnoion 1018, 
dirk bay bom In 1 )17 bred by T R B Branson, Headley Mill *arm Boidon, Hants , 
9 Decision, d St Jucla by St Angelo 

Class 54.— Polo and Riding Pony StaUxons , born in 1921 or 19°2, not exceeding 

15 hands 

303 I (215, ft Champion •)— Captain W H T rancf Hayhtjrmt, Bostock Hall, Middlewich. 
for Rosewood 1314 chistnut bom in 1921, c 1 ant amount (\ol 22, p 707), d 4169 
Lady BrUliint by Field Mirshal 512 

1 Champion Gold Mi dal gi\m by the Hunters Improvement and National light Horso 
reeding Society for fclu best 1 illy not excel ding three years old In Classes 47 to 49, which 
mst be eitier registued in thi Hunter btud Book, or the entry tenderid within a month 
* the Awftrd 

* Champion Gold Medal given by the National Pony Society for the best Stallion is Classes 
3 and 54 % 
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861 IL (110)— Herbert Bright, The Cove, Silverdale, Carnforth, for Silverdale Cheerio 
1820, bay, born in 1021, bred by Capt Noel H WUIb, Mlsardcn Park, Cirencuster, t 
Cherry Tint 701, d 4108 Silvery 2nd by Bight For ard 108 

866 IQ (£5.)—1 ady Pi nuiue, Wicken Park, Stony Stratford, for Pnar (Supp 1922), black, 
born In 1022, # Pnnce Fnarstown (Supp 1917), d Hannah Ann (Approaed Mare 
Register, p 4 t) by Cliarl 

Class 65. —Polo and Riding Pong Mares, with foods at foot, not exceeding 15 hands 

372 L (£16, ft Champion 1 )— Irisuam Gilbf\, Whitehall, Bishop’s Stortford, for Rusty 
(Approved Maie Register, p 31), chestnut, igfd [foal by Wild lint 1207] 

368 II (£10, R N for Champion, 1 * & Champion J )—Hi ebert Bright, Du Cove, Silverdale, 
Carnforth, for 4168 Shivery, 2nd, brown, born In 1914 [foal by Cherry Tint], bred by the 
litc Sir John Birkcr, Bart, Bishop’s Stortford, t Bight lor ard 268, d Silvei Queen 
by Sandiwaj 

378 IIL (£5, & B N for Champion f )—II H Reynolds, Villa \erdc, South Downs Road, 
Bowdon, tor 4178 New Love, bay, born in 1917 [foil by Complexion 1016], bred by Mis 
Osrir Muntz, Hombridgo, Devon, s Arthur Pride 861, d 2435 Old Lovo by Goiing 
Health (Vol 20, p 882) 

370 IV. (£4)— Captain W H Trance Hayhurst, Bos oek Hall, Middlewirh, for 4900 
Coronet, ehi^tnut, born In 1920 [foil by Rosewood 1 314], # Little Corona 814, d 
5022 Juliet 2nd tty bindlwiy 121 

371 R. N—( vi pain W H Irance Hayhurst, for Lady Brilliant 

Class 56. —Polo and Riding Pong Fillus or Gelding s, bom in 1922 

378 I (£16 )—IRISHAM Gilbm, Wlilt eh ill. Bishops Stortford for Crofter, brown gelding 
bred by II P Croft, bt Margarets, Wire, lints, a K<f >nn 1002 d 2116 Kltt> Spark. 

876 II. (£10, ft Champion *)— Hfkbikt Bright, 11m Co\e, Silvrrdile, taruforth, for silver- 
dale Betula (Supp 1922), brown fill} , s Cherry Tint 70J, d 4168 bilvi ry 2nd by Right 
1 or ird 208 

877 KL (£5 )— Captain W U Trancp Hayhurst, Rostock Hall, Middle wich, for Roseleaf 2nd 
(supp 1922), chestnut Ally , t> bt Pctersburgh (Vol 21, p 479), d 4169 Lady Brilliant 
by Tltld-Maishil 512 

380 R. N —C Howard Jaylor, Middlewood Hall, Barnsley, for CmdereQa 2nd. 

Class 67. —Polo and Riding Pony Colt *, Fillies or Geldings , born m 1923. 



380 n (£10, & R N. for Champion') —Tresham Oilbt y, Whitehall, Bishop’s Stortford, for 
Dairy Maid (Supp 1922),chestnut filly, s Reform 1002, d 19J2 Waiting Mild by Arthur 
D 593 

382 III (£6)— Hi rbrrt Bright for Jan Band (Supp 1921), bay colt bred by Henry H T S 
Iufton, Bletchmgh y, Surrey , s Reform 1002, d Dolly 12th (Appio\td Marc Register, 
P 44) 

885 IV. (£4)- Captain W n France Hayhurst, B(stock Hill, Middlewirh, for Rosette 
4th (Supp 1921), < hestnut filly , s Trench Jjagle (Vol 22 p 505), d 4109 Lady Bnlliant 
by 1 leld-Marshal 512 

387 R. N — Lady Plnrhyn, Wiokcn Park, Stony Stratford, for Sas&xm&h. 

Class 58.— Polo and Riding Pony Colts, Fillies or Gelding v, bom in 1924. 

292 I (£15 )— Captain W H 1 range Hayhurst, Rostock Hall, Middlewich, for Rosanan 
(bupp 1921), dirk bay colt, * Rosewood 1314, d >012 Juliet 2nd by bindiuay 121 

893 n (£10 )— Captain W H 1 range II a\hurst, for Rose D’Or (Supp 1924), chcstuut 
Golt , 8 Great Surprwt (Vol 21, p 34), d 4169 Lidy Bnllimt by I leld-Marshal 512 

891 III (£5) —Miss B G Cory Wright, Avot Plaee Welwyn, Herts, tor Cherry Sauoe 
(bupp 1924), Gbestnut gelding , 5 Cherry Imt 701, d Beano 2nd (Approved Mug Registcr, 
P fi'B 

394 R N — T resham Gilbey, Whltohall, Bishop’s Stortford, for Red Dawn 


Arabs. 

Class 59 .—Arab StdUiors, any age. 

895 L (£15, ft Champion 4 )— Edward Dillon O’Grady Claret, Ibirnden Park Stud, Bidden- 
den, Kent, for Feluja 8281, dork brown, born In 1915, bred by Iedaan An well Tribe 
390 II (£10, ft R. N. for Champion 4 )— Edward Dillon O'Grady Clarki for Koheilan 
8210, flea bitten grey, bom in 1912, bred by the late Emir lbn Rischid of Hail, Ntjd 

1 (Tiampion Gold Modal given by tlie National Pony Society for the best Mare or FUly 
in Classes 55 to 58 

■ Bronze Modal given by the National Pony Society for the best Foal In Class 55 entered In 
the Supplement to the National Pony Stud Book 

* Champion Silver Medal given by the National Pony Society for the best Filly in Classes 
56 to 58 

4 Gold Medal given by the Arab Horse Society for tht bist Stallion in Class 59 



Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1925. lxxvii 


Hackneys. 

Class 60. —Hackney Stallions , bom tn or before 1921, over 14 hands . 

399 I (£15, ft Champion. 1 )—HfyryT Holloway, West L ivington, Wiltshire for Lavmgton 
Viceroy 13960, dark chestnut born in 1921, s Adbolton Lingmikti 12274, d 22988 
Aphiodite Danum by Copraanthorpe Performer 9670 

398 II (£10)—Tom Pbbcy Flowlr 257, List Park Load, Leicester for Proctor's Boy 
11291, chestnut, born in 1914, bred by Lnoch Glen, Kaim Pork, Batli^iti , « King’s 
Proctor 11102, d 1752d Locliryan Mermaid by Lord JH list on 68~0 

Class 61. —Hackney Stallions , bom in 1922 or 1923 

402 I (£15, & R. N. for Champion. 1 )—Hubert Groom, W arham, Wells, Norfolk, for Docking 
Viscount 14221 chestnut bom in 1922 , » Leopard 9783, d 25536 Greake Viscountess 
by Greake Viscount 12346 

4(1 Q (£10)—T W ifFATHERB\, Held House, Harsydl, 'iork for Overton Sensation 
14266, chestnut, bom in 1922, bred by lliomns Harrison, Q\uton Skfiton, Vorks, * 
Bertrano 11288, d 26182 Overton Queen by Garrowby Denmark 12628 

403 m (£6 )—Henry 1 Hoiloway, West Lwmgton Wiltshire for Lavington Firebrand 
1400 , brown, bom in 1922, bred by Malcolm bmclur, Ihe Piddocks, MU1 Hill, N W , 
* Bertrano 13288, d 10699 Hollln Home by Norhury 1 l^htnin^ 7 >63 

Class 62. —Hackney Mares , with foals at foot 

406 L (£15, ft Champion *)—Sir Lfes Knowli s, Bart ( V O , O B L , Westwood, Pi ndlc 
burv, Minchesttr, for 23769 Slashing Dorothy, chestnut, born in 1914 [foal by Bertrino 
13288], bred by the lite Sir Walter Gilbey, Bait Llsenham Hill, Lssc\, s Antoiuus 
10559, d 19088 1 lash Dorothy by 1 orebt Star 7445 

404 n (£10, &R N for Champion *)—Iheo HiGM.Tr, St I\ es, Sandfield P irk West Dei by 
Jivernool, for 250-4 Angram Express, chestnut bom in 1019 [foal by Bertrano 1 i_B8] 
bred by G 11 Dltrhburn, Lodge barm, Thorganby, York, s Angram Majesty 11967, 
d 24645 Thorganby PrincLss by Pirkhouso Ghantecler 11843 

407 in (£5 )—Mrs L M Slough Oakdene, Byng Boad, High Barnet, for 25026 Capenor 
Adelaid e, chestnut, bom in 1919 [foal by Bertrino 152881, bri d by Henty B Brindt, Cipenoi 
Nutfleld, Surrey , $ ( apenor Addenda 12979, d 18698 lreasurc 3 rove by Goldilndcr 6th 
1791 

405 R N —W M Killick, Hankclow Gourt, Hankelow, Nintwich, for Shavmgton Princess 
Parade. 

Class 63. —Hackney CoU or FiUy Focds, the produce of Mares m Class 62 

410 I (£10)—Sir lilts Lnowlts, B\.rt CVO, OBL, Westwood, Pcndlebury Man 
chcstn tor chestnut filly bom April 6, 1925 , s Bertrano 15288, d 23709 Slashing 
Dorothy Ivy Antonius 10 >50 

409 II (£5)—W M Lilli c k Hinkdow Court Hanktlow Nantwich for chestnut filly, 
bom April 20 s Ha\ don a Ling Itufus 12860, d 24802 Shi\ington Princess Parade 
by Antoniu* IOdjO 

408 IQ (£3)—1HLO HiovriT, St Ives Sandfield Park, West Derby Iiverpool fir chestnut 
filly, bom Miy 8, s Bertrano 15288, d 25024 Angram L\press by Angram Majesty 
11967 

411 R N —Mrs E M Slough, Oakdene, B>ng Road, High Barnet 


Hackney Ponies. 

Class 64.— Hackney Pony Stallions , born in or before 1921, not exceeding 14 

hands 

412 L (£15)— Tohn Joyes & Soy, Dinartli Hall Pony Stud, Colwyn Biy, for Inkberrow 
Swell 15808, brown, bora in 1920, bred by F H Hlekin lliree Houst 1 arm, Inkberrow , 
8 Torchflre 9472, d 20470 Alms Hill Lady by lalko bin Ling 9932 

Class 65.— Hackney Pony StaUions t bom m 1922 (not exceeding 13 3 hands) 
or 1923 {not exceeding 13 2 hands ) 

415 L (£15, ft Champion •)— Harold S Klyyoy, Links barm, St Annes on Sea, for Talke 
Bonfire 14178, bay, bora in 1922, bred by W Wainwnght, Talke, Stoki-on-lrent, * 
Southsorth Swell 11219, d 24086 Talke lire Fly by Talke Fire King 0932 

417 n (£10, ft R N for Champion*)— Arthur J Willett, Stockton House, Warrington 
for SweUboy 14398, dork bay, bom in 1922, s Southworth Swell 11210 d 23967 Har- 
viestoun Fla via by Sir Horace 5402 

416 m (£5 ) —William Wainwright, Pony Stnd, Talke, Stoke on Trent, for Talke Brigadier 
14 500, bay, bom In 1923, % Brlcket Fusilier 13509, d 20273 lalke hire Queen by 
rireboy 7440 

1 Champion Prize of £10 given by the Hackney Horse Society for the best Stallion in Classes 

60 and 61 

* Special Prize of £10 given by the Hackney Horse Society for the best Mare In Class 62 

■Champion Prize of £10 glvin by the Hackney Horse Sonet> for the best StalUon In 

Classes 64 and 65 ^ 
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Class 66.— Hackney Pony Marts, with foals at foot, not exceeding 14 hands. 

421 L (215, St Champion. 1 ) — Mrs Sofrr Whitburn, Am port St Mary, Andover, for 23000 
Coma Marvel, bay, born in 1013 [foal fey Bralalifleld Fuse 1)567], bred by J 11 bright, 
Colne, st Ives, n Gentlemin John 3624, d 170)1 Warwick Wren fey Fire Boy 7440. 

420 EL (210, & R. N for Champion. 1 ) —Mrs A C King, Bratshflcld Manor, Hornsey, Hants, 
for 22849 Tin Foil, biy, bora in 1911 [foal by Bralshfield History 14206]; «. Tissington 
Gideon 9042, d 13513 Gold Foil by Sir Horace 5402 

418 HI. (25 )— Josfph Bo wring, 4, Market Street, Chester, for 25841 Barmore Lavender, 
bay, born in 1010 [fool by Braishfleld Fuse 13576], bred by H Latham, Buxton; a. 
Birmore Shot 1J153, d 23)72 Tissington Aigrette by Tissington Revel 10463 

419 R. N.— John Jones & Son, Dinaith Hall Tony Stud, Colwyn Bay, for Aims Hill Lady. 


Welsh Cobs. 

Class 67. —Welsh Cob Stallions , bom in or before 1922, over 13*2 hands . 

424 I. (215.)—H Metrics Jo\ls, Mathrafal, Meifod, Mont, for Mathrafal Ehddwen 065, 
bay, bom in 1914, bred by L. Lloyd. Llancrfyl; » King Flyer 35, d 4295 Polly of 
Maesgelynog 

422 n (210.)— Major W. Marshall Dugdalf, DSO, Llwyn, LImfyUm, Mont, for Llwyn 
Viking 1205, bay, born in 1022; *. Llwyn Coining King 1010, d 5663 Llwyn Myfanwy 
by King TTyu 35 

423 IIL (25)—H Mlyrick .Tonfs, for Mathrof&l Blaenor, chestnut, bom In 1920, bred by 
J Vaughan, Sychtyn, t Teify Comet 886, d. 6511 Sychtyn Cymraes by Idloes Flyer 537. 

Class 68. —Welsh Cob Mares, bom in or before 1922, with foals at foot, over 13*2 

hands. 

426 I. (215.)— Nfss Poxy Stud, Norton, Birkenhead, for 7203 Lady Model, bay, bom in 1917 
[foal by Llwynog 11> *r] f bred by Thos Davies A Co, Lampeter; s. Welsh Model 620, 
d. Lady Gwonog 3rd by D‘lham Confidence. 


Welsh Ponies. 

Class 69. — Welsh Pony Stallions, bom in or before 1922, over 12 and not exceeding 

13*2 hands. 

428 I. (215.) — John Jones & Son, Dinarth Hall Pony Stud, Colwyn Bay, for Cream Bud 1288, 
dun, bom in 3920, bred by Lewis Lewis, Tjnygraig, Talybonb , s. Llanio Trotting Comet 
872. d. 5806 Aeronwen Ceulin by Sitisfaetion 

427 n. (210 )— Major W. Marshall Du id DSO, Llwyn, Llanfyllin, Mont, for Llwyn 

Majesty, chestnut, 1mm in 1922 ; c Llwyn Mighty Atom 1041, d 2902 Lady I ightloot 
by Gwymly Cymro 154 

Class 70. — Welsh Pony Mare?, bom in or before 1922, with foals at foot, over 12 
and not exceeding 13*2 hands. 

420 L (£15 )— Major W Marshall Dugdalf, DSO, Llwyn, Llanfyllm, Mont, for 6086 
Llwyn Tempter bav, bom In 1915 [foal fey Llwyn Redstart], « Temptation 527, d 2902 
Lady Liglitfoot by Gwyndy Cymro J54 

431 n. (210.)— Frudrick Ffitch Mason, The Fnraam, Killay, Glam , for 7680 Wem 
Sparklet, grey, bora in 1915 [foil by Hardwif k Don 1064], bred by Lord Swansea, Cae 
Bens, Brnltli, n Fairwood Rpsrklight 471, rf 3221 Fan wood iitwlnllo 

430 HI. (25.) — John Joni s & Son, Din irth Hall Pony Stud, Colwyn Bay, lor Tnllo Snorter, 
bay, 1mm in 1919 [foal by Inkberrow Swell 13808]; « Little Fire 365, d Bvia Jones. 


Welsh Mountain Ponies. 

Class 71. —Welsh Mountain Pony Stallions, bom in or before 1922, not exceeding 

12 hands. 

433 I. (215)—Mrs H. D. Grfene Grove, Craven Anna, Salop, for Grove King Cole 2nd 505, 
grey, bora In 1911; * Grove King Cole 197, d 943 Bleddfa Tell Tale fey Tyrant 477 

432 II (210.)— Major W Marshall Dugdalb, DSO, Llwyn, Llanfyllin, Mont, for Llwyn 
Mighty Atom 1041, chestnut, born in 1918; s. Llwyn Little Wonder 905, d 5205 
Uwyn Cornlie fey Llwyn Cymro 407. 

435 m (25.)— Fredrick Ffitch Mason, The Faraam, Killay, Glamorgan, for Grove Grey 
Dawn 893, grey, born in 1014, bred by Mrs H D Greene, Gro\e, Craven Arms ; a Dyofl 
Starhght 4, d 2879 Grove Greyhng 

434 R. N. —Miss Lurgain Lort, Costlemal Stud Farm, Carnarvon, for Coatlemai Bellum. 

1 Special Prise of £10 given by the Hackney Horse Society for the best Mare in Class 66. 

* Silver Medals were given by the Welsh Pony and Cob Society to the First Prixo Winners 

in each class 



Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1926. lxxix 

Glass 72. —Welsh Mountain Pony Stallions , bom in 1923 or 1924, not exceeding 

11-3 hands.' 

437 L (SIS.) —Mrs H. D Greeve, Grove, Craven Arms, Salop, for Grove WiU-o’-the-Wup, 
grey, born in 1023 ; a Shooting Star 73, d 3017 Grove Twilight by Grove B&Ulstite 200. 

436 u. (£10.)— Major W Marshall Dugdalf, I)SO, Llwyn, Llmfyliin, Mont, for Llwyn 
Satan, dark grey blare, born In 1923, a kilhtndro Celtic bilverlight 953, d. 6086 Llwyn 
Tempter by Temptation 527. 

Glass 73 .—Welsh Mountain Pony Mares bom in or before 1922, with foots alt 
foot , not exceeding 12 hands. 

445 I. (£15.)—Ness Pont Stud, Norton, Biikenhead, for 5478 Nets Twilight grey, born in 
1915 [foal by Starbhot 1111], bied by T. B. Lewis, LLinwrtyd Wills, a. Dyoll Starlight 
4, d 4525 beren Eppyut 

440 n. (£10.) —Mrs H 1) Greene, Grove, Craven Arms, Salop, for 5469 Grove Fairy Queen, 
chestnut, bom in 1015 [foal by bhootlng Star 73], a Shooting Star 73, d. 2531 Grove 
Fairy 

443 in. (£6 .)—Nfs8 Pont Stud, for 6598 Ness Daisy, dun, bom in 1915 [foal by Forest Star 
Mixture], bred by Evan Jones, Llamlilo; a. Wentworth Windfall 993, d. 2904 Little 
Dom by Dyoll Starlight 4 

444 R. N. —Ness Pont Stud, for Ness Ins. 

H. C.—442 C.—439. 

Glass 74 .—Welsh Mountain Pony Fillies , bom in 1923 or 1924, not exceeding 

11*3 hands* 

446 L (£15.)—Ml tor W Marshall Dugdaie, D S O , Llwyn, Llanfyllm, Mont, for Llwyn 
Venus, Riey, born in 193), 8 kUbeudre Celtic &iiverhght 95), d 5 >44 Llwyn Mailgold. 

454 H. (£10.)—Nlss Pony Vtiti), Neston, Biikenhead, for Ness Bramble, dark grey, born m 
1923, bred by A Wilson Cardiff, t> bhootlng Star 73, d 2S66 Stella by Ballistlte. 

447 m. (£5.) —Mrs H D Grllvt Grove, Cru\en Arms, balop, for 7913 Grove Spitfire, bay, 
born in 1023, a Gro^e bpnglitly 10)0, d 2618 Gro\c Gossip by His Lordship 126. 

452 IV. (£4)—John Jones <V Son, Dmirth Hall Pony Stud, Colwyu Bay, for Dinarth Fairy, 
ltd roan, born In 1924 , a Dinarth laffy, d 4129 Llwyn Gem by Llwyn Tyrant 207. 

450 R. N.—Lord Howard dl Waldi n, Clnrk Cattle, North Wales, f or Lady Etddwen. 

H. C.—448, 463 C.—455, 456 


Shetland Ponies. 

Class 75. —Shetland Pony Stallions , bom in or before 1922, not exceeding 
10 2 hands. 

459 I. (£15, & Champion *)— Mrs Etta Duifus, Pennlwcils, Elstree, Herts, for Dibbhts of 
Penmwelis 1087, blick, hom in 1920 , * Blitz 848, d Diddy 2103 by Diunond 257 

461 n. (£10, & R. N. for Champion.*) -R W 11 Mackenzie, LarUhall, Leuthara, file, for 
Emilhns of Earlshall (Vol )0, p 52), chestnut, bom m 1922 , s Sammy oi ldberton 947, 
d kmily 2nd 1940 by Handfd 224. 

463 m. (£5 )—Miss Pity liis L br raker, Stagshaw, Corbndge, Northumberland, for Dioe- 
Box of Earlshall 1048, grey, hom In 1920, bred by R W. R Mackenzie, Larlshall, Leu- 
chars , a Empire Day 589, d Diana 2026 by Dick 238 

460 R. N. — Lady Muriel Liddell-Grainger, Ayton Castle, Berwickshlie, for Bright Boy 
ok Earlshall, 

Glass 76 .—Shetland Pony Mares , with foals at foot , not exceeding 10*2 hands . 

466 L (£16.)— Mrs Etta Duffus, Penniwells, Elstree, Herts, for Mayfair of Penmwelis 4052, 
black, bom in 1918 [foil by Huzroor of Penniwells 864]; i. Vagary of Pcnniwolls 841, 
d Mayfly of Penniwells 2582 by Glentalrn 914. , 

468 n. (£10.) —R W R Mackenzie, Earlshall, Leuehars, Fife, for Emery of Earlshall 3927, 
grey, bom in 1914 (foal by Bell Metal of Earlshall 638], i Bridcgioom of Earlshall 400, 
d Emily 2nd 1940 by Handffl 224 

460 m. (£5.)— R W R Mackenzie, for Rnby of Earlshall 3733, black, bom in 1914 [foal by 
Nemed of Balmuir 1010]; «. Helmet of Earlshall 408, d. Rhoda of Earlshall 2738 fiy 
Thor 83 

465 R. N.—Mrs F. Brian Biboy, Sansaw, Shrewsbury, for Sweet Line of Earlshall. 


1 Prizes given through the Welsh Pony and Cob Society. 

* Prizes, except Fourth, given through the Welsh Pony and Cob Society 

• Champion Silver Medal given by the Shetland Pony Stud Book Society for the best Shetland 
Pony in Classes 75 and 76. 
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Riding Glasses. 1 

Glass 77.— Hunter Mares or Geldings, bom in 1921. 

491 L (£15.)— Geoff Kenyon, Armscoto House, Stratford on Avon, for Smbad the Sailar 9 
chestnut gelding 

483 n. (£10 .)—Capt C Scott Hopkins, Low Hall, Kirbymooraide, for Ptarmigan, bay 
gelding, bred by Mijor Clive Behrens, bwinton Grange, Malton, s Primary, d 4106 
Heather 3rd by Scotch Sign 

495 HL (£5.)—Mrs J C G Kirkpatrick, Three Gates, Moreton Morrell, Warwick, for 
6375 Fair Hilda 2nd, chestnut mare, bred by John Bambei, Tarm Lodge, Ballymena; 
s Thory, d Fair Hilda 

488 IV. (£8)— McMorran Brothtrs, Aston Cottage, Aston, Nantwich, for Daybreak, 
chestnut gelding, s Strong Dnnk 

476 R. N.— Major Gordon B Ioster, Nawton Towers, Nawton, Yorks, for Donthwaita 

H. C.—470 C.—489 

Glass 78. —Hunter Mares or Geldings (Novice), bom in or before 1921, up to from 
12 to 14 stones 

504 L (£15.)—John Drage, Chapel Brampton, Northampton, for Brandy, chcbtnut gelding 
born in 1910 

r »05 EL. (£10 .)—John DRAor, for David, chestnut gelding born m 1920 

405 HI (£5.)— Mrs Kirkpatrick, lor Fair ililda 2nd. (See Class 77 ) 

488 IV. (£3.)— McMorran Brothers, for Daybreak. (See Class 77 ) 

517 R. N.—It We a vi li, Castletown, iarudon, Cliesiurt, for Momento. 

H. C.—476 492 

Glass 79. —Hunter Mares or Geldings (Novice), bom in or before 1921, up to 
more than 14 stones. 

629 L (£15.)—J Kinn*th Sitvinnon, Tho Chase, Upper Welland, Malvern Wells, for 
Ambition, bay gelding, born in 1919 

493 IL (£10)— Gioik Kknyov, Armscote House, Stratford on Avon, for Danielli, grey 
geldmg, bom in 1920 

521 m. (£5)— Sir Arthur Com -Wright, Ayot Place, Welwyn, Heits, for Amnunum, dark 
chestnut gelding born in 1918 

519 IV. (£3.)—It Wlaviu, Castletown, lamdon, Cheslure, for Mayfly, bay gilding, born 
In 1919 

480 R. N.— Mrs Robert Cottrill, bmdil Lodge, Droitwich, for Calthorpe. 

Glass 80. —Hunter Mates or Geldings, bom in or before 1921, up to not more than 
14 stones. To be ridden by a lady, side-saddle. 

>05 I. (£15.)—Jonv I Miaul, for David. (S°e Class 78) 

490 IL (£10 )— McMorran Broiuirs, Aston Cottage, Aston, Nantwich, for The Couhn, bay 
geldmg, horn in 1917, bred by P Molonc, VS, \\ evford , $ Kllllnlch, d Leap Year. 

504 HI. (£5)—John Dr age, for Brandy. (See Class 78) 

517 IV. (£3)—R Wiavkr, Casllitown, Farndon, Cheslure, for Momenta chestnut gelding, 
born la 1910 

513 R. N.— Mrs Solly Flood, Tattcnhall, Chester, for Peggy. 

Glass 81. —Hunter Mares or Geldings, bom in or before 1921, up to from 12 to 

13*7 stones. 

477 L (£20, ft R. H. tor Champion.*) —Mrs. Gordon B Fosti r, Nawton Towers, Nawton, 
Yorks, for Jovial King, brown geldmg, bom in 1918, bred by Buncombe Park Trustees, 
Helmsley, "Yorks, » Jovul, d 6151 Flemish Queen (Supp No 763) by Pericles 

505 H. (£15.)—John Drags, for David. (See Class 78) 

49() IH (£10.)—McMorran Broth* rs, for The Coulrn. (See Class 80) 

533 IV. (£5.)—W. L Stores, Gioat Bowden, Market QarLorough, for Ianthouse, bay gelding, 
bom in 1914 

495 V. (£3.)— Mrs Kirkpatrick, for Fair Hilda 2nd. (See Class 77 ) 

492 R. N.— Geoff Kenyon, Armscote House, Stratford-on-Avon, for Whitebait. 

Glass 82. —Hunter Mares or Geldings, bom in or before 1921, up to mare than 
13*7 and not more than 15 stones. 

511 I. (£20, ft Champion. 1 ;—W. H Midwood, Calveley Hall, T&rporley, lor WUknestown, 
chestnut gelding 

504 n. (£15)— John Drags, for Brandy. (See Class 78) 

493 m. (£10)— Geoff Kenyon, for Danielli. (See Class 79.) 

519 IV. (f5 )—It Weaver, for Mayfly. (See Class 79 ) 

476 V. (£3 )—Major Gordon B 1 ostbr, Nawton Towers, Nawton, Yorks, for Donthwaite, 
bay gelding, « Duuholme, d Roescommon Belle by Broxton 

534 R. N.— William J Neilson, Berrow House, Ledbury, for The Brook. 

x Prizes given by the Chester Local Committee. 

1 Gold Challenge Cup value Fifty Guineas, given by gentlemen interested in Hunters for 

the best Mare or Gelding in Classes 77 to 83 
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Olasi 88 .—Hunter Mares or Geldings, bom on or before 1921, up to more than 

15 stones 

520 I (£20 )—J Kj NNFTn Stevtnson, for Ambition (See Class 70) 

543 n (£15)— Major J L Nickisson, Hinton Manor, Swindon, for Buckingham (Supp 
No 804) fle i bitten grey gelding, aged 

521 in (£10) —Sir Arthur Cory Wright, for Cinnamon (See Class 70 ) 

507 IV (£5)- John Drag}, Chapel Brampton, Northampton for Tank, bay gelding, born 
in 1018 

Hacks and Riding Ponies. 

Class 84 .—Hack or Riding Pony Mares or Geldings , not exceeding 15 hands 

(Light Weight) 

555 L (£15, ft Champion 1 ) — Mrs Evelyn Rich, The Orange Stud Farm, Westerham Hill 
Kent, for Loch Monar, chestnut mare, bom in 192L, bred by the Gravclstown Stud 
Ireland , s Stornow ly, d Monnie by B ichclor s Doubh, 

548 II (£10.)— Indivn ARMY Remount Department, c/o Oapt 0 F Aitken, Glendowtr 
Hotel, South Kensington for Trocadero, brown gelding, born in 1020 , # Pcscadcro 

487 m (£5 )— McMorran Brothers, Aston Cottage, Aston, JNantwich, for Parade, chestnut 
gelding , 8 \ bro, d Marigold by Marco 

515 IV (£3 )— Lord Howard db Walden, Chirk Castle, North Wales, for Pat, grey gelding 
bom in 1918 

Class 86 .—Hack or Riding Pony Mares or Geldings , not exceeding 15 hands 

(Heavy Weight) 

4911 (£15) — Geoff Kfnyon, Armscote House, Stratfoid on Avon, for Chubby, giej 
gelding 

Class 86 .—Hack or Riding Pony Mares or Geldings, over 15 hands 

561 I (£16, ft B N tor Champion *)—I ad\ Plnrhyn, WIckcn Pirk, Stony Stratford, for 
Bimbim, chestnut mart born in 1920 

524 n (£10 )— Sir Howard 1 rink, B\rt , K C B , QBE, 20, Hanover Square, London, 
W, for Derwent Lass, chestnut m ire aged 

556 IQ (£5) —Mrs Evel\n Biih The Giango Stud 1 arm, Wosterham Hill, Kent, for 
Sovereign 651, chestnut gcldiug, bom in 1017 , s Dundreary, d nk Note by Avarice 

653 IV (£3)— MibS M M Parkes, Lapel House, Quinton, Birmingham, for Thorpe Lad, 
cheat nut gelding, bom m 1020, bred by J llohan , « Ikn Alder d M 1 by ioussaint 

478 R. N —Mrs Gordon B Iostla, Nawton Towers, N iwton, Yoiks for Salton 

Children’s Ponies. 

Class 87 .—Mares or Geldings, not exceeding 13 hands, to be ndden by a child 
bom m or after 1915 

566 I (£10) — Joan Bicjkley, Grafton Uouso, Montford Biidge, Salop, for Dainty, bay 
mare bom in 1018 

535 n. (£5 )—William J Neilsox, Borrow House, Ledbury, for Pine, grey mare, bom 
in 1010 

631 HI (£3 )—T Kenneth Stevenson, The Chase, Upper Welland Malvern Wells, for Tom 
Tifak bay gelding, bom in 1020 

560 R. N — MibS Dorothy Patterson, The Biding School, Trenth im, Stoko on Trent foi 
Bustle. 

H C —568, 570, 572 

Class 88 .—Mares or Geldings, over 13 and not exceeding 14 hands, to be ndden 
by a child bom in or after 1912 

547 I. (£10)—Mrs Philip Huxlokb, Cowbridgo, Malmesbury, for Cinders, black brown 
mare, bom in 1019 

570 n. (£5.)— Eric B Torwood, Stanford Mear, Rugby, for Muscatel, bay raaro, bom In 
1010 

575 m. (£3.) —Charles E Edwards Mount bcifton, Craven Arms Salop for Champagne 

587 R. N. — Miss Bunty Iulloch, The Ridge, Aldcrlcy Edge, for Moonbeam 
H.C— .>73,677, 678 584 

Class 89 .—Mares or Geldings, over 14 and not exceeding 15 hands, to be ndden by 
a child bom m or after 1909. 

504 L (£10)—Miss Betty Whii taker, Rivenholl, Church Strctton, Salop, for Mirage, bay 
mare, bom in 1920 

487 n. (£5.)— MoMorran Brothers for Parade. (See Hass 84) 

580 in. (£3.)— Charles E Edwards, Mount Seifton, Craven Arms, for Twilight, che»tnut 
gelding 

542 R. N.—Lord Hindlip, Doverldge Hall, Derby, for Lustre 

H. 0.—588, 591 ____ 

1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty five Guineas, given by a member of tin R h 

for the best animal in Classes 84 to 86 
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Driving Classes. 1 

SINGLE HABNESS 

Class 90 .—Harness Mares or Geldings (Novice), not exceeding 14 hands. 

595 I (£15, Champion, 1 & R N for Champion •)—William Heath, Sh rnngton House, Crewe, 
for Oxholme Knight, block-brown gelding, bom in 1918, bred by H Gilding Gotearre, 
I Iverpool, 8 Mathias 0171, d 18091 LivJngton Golden Ray by Goldfinder 6th 1791 

614 II (£10) —RomHT Horner, 39, Waterloo Roid, Middlesbrough, for 25948 Dainty 
Dinah, bay mare, bora in 1921, s Tusee 12626, d 25321 Sweet Liberty by Successful 
8114 

612 m (£5) —-Mbs Edgar Henriqubs Bornholm, Southport, for 25750 Bnokley Pnma 
Donna bay mare born In 1920, bred by the late C 1 Kenyon, Whitchtuch Salop, 8 
Melbourne Shot 13055, d 18691 lissington Golden ltav by Goldfinder 6th 1791 

596 IV (£8)— Harotd S Klnyon, Links Farm, St Annes on Sen, for 25964 Julia South- 
worth, bay mare born in 1921 bred by Joshua Ball, South worth Htfl Warrington , t 
South worth Swell 11219, d 21674 Southworth Merriment by Southworth lissington 

615 R N —Miss Etjrqain Lout, Castlemal Stud Farm, Carnarvon, for Gastlemai Devilled 
Biscuit 

Class 91 .—Harness Mares or Geldir ■*« (Novice) f over 14 and not exceeding 

15 lands 

634 I (£15) —Theo Hignett, St I\es Sandfleld Park, West Derby I Iverpool for West 
Derby Model G 415, dirk Iny gelding born in 1919, Ind by 1 T Jones High Street, 
Ilangefni Anglesey, 8 Mirton 3 ireway 8567, d Rosa Wildflie by Londcsborough 
Squire 8550 

641 n (£10) —J R Skeliirn, 5 Stanley Street, Wrexham foT 2598s Tnllo Princess, dark 
brown mire, born in 1920, bred by John Jones and Son Dinarth Hall, Cohvyn Bay, 8 
Danum Orchid 13497, d 16733 Lady Gonhna, by Confidant 930 

Class 92 .—Harness Mares or Geldings ( Nomce ), over 15 hands 

647 L (£15, & R N for Champion •)—Philip Smith, TI xddon House Ashton on Mersey, for 
25897 Haddon Phihpma, chestnut mare, bora in 1921, « Haydon’s King Rufus 12860, 
d 23566 Glenavon blame by King's Proctor 11112 

649 n (£10 )—1 A Waring, Homesefton, Sefton Park Liverpool, for Sefton Courtier G 347, 
bay g< lding born in 1921, bred by Lnocb Glen, Kaim Park, Bathgato , s Ophelius 13344, 
d 24043 Oakington Ring o' Bell by Antonlus 105o9 

648 m (£5) — rnwiN Tippi-r, Cross Plains Tarm, Necdwond Burton on Trent, for Park 
Royal, chestnut gelding, bora m 1920 , t bcout Master 12487, d 22861 A ivette by Thuk 
burn Toreador 8534 

642 IV (£8)—John R Skfllern, 5 Stanley Street, Wrexham, for Sir William, bay geld 
ing bom in 1921 bred by G (ooko Shipton Ihorne Fast \oiks, s Tield Polonlus 
13195, d 24830 Primrose Maggie Iry Bnckthorpe Polomus 11998 

Class 93 .—Harness Mares or Geldings , not exceeding 13 2 hands 

606 I (£15, & Champion) 4 —William S Miller, Bolmiuno Cistle, Bridge of barn for 
Billet Donx G 38- brown gelding, born in 1921 bred by ( II Wing, Boston, » South- 
worth Swell 11219 d 2 3186 Tennv Melbourne by Successful 8 f> 14 

601 n (£10, & R N for Champion 4 ) —Richard Uihhhi, High Street, West Bromwich, for 
Glenavon Gunfire G 337, Iny gelding, born in 1920, bred by Enoch Glen Kaim Park, 
Bathgate , s Melbourne Shot 13055, d 23129 Glena\on Print ess Caprice by lireboy 
7440 

619 IH (£5) —Andrpw Maitland, Ihomleigh Vicars Cross, Chester, for Cestnan Mercury 
G 43 3 bay g(lding born in 1921 bred by Mrs Humphrey, Morton, Gainsborough, a. 
Successful 8 tl4, a 2 3855 Axholme Lady Tdlth by Southworth Swell 11219 

652 IV (£3 )—Sam Holdswori h, 9 Stanmoro PI icc, lidget Green, Bradford for 25511 
Buckley Sunrise, bay m in, born in 1919, bred by the late C F Kenyon, Whitchurch, 
Salop, $ Successful 8314, d 18691 Tisslngton Golden Ray by Goldfinder 6th 1791 

615 R N —Miss Eurgain Lout, Castlemal, Carnarvon, for Castlemal Devilled Bisouit 
H C—627 

Class 94 .—Harness Mares or Geldings , over 13 2 and not exceeding 14 hands . 

602 I (£15 )— Richard Belchfr, High Street, West Bromwich, for Bnokley Searchlight 
G 100, brown gelding, born In 1914, bred by W O bmethurst, Woolfold, Bury, Lancs , 
s lorchftn 9472, d 24608 Walshaw Sunlight by Ganymede 2076 


1 Prize* givt n by the Chester Local Committee 

* Gold < hallenge Cup value Fifty Guineas, given by a Member of the Hackney Horse 
Society for the best Animal in the Novice Classes 90 to 92 

* C h unpion Prize of £5 given by the Hackney Horse Society for the best Mare or Gelding 
In Classes 90 to 97, the produce of a registered Hackney Stallion 

* Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty five Guineas, given by the National Terrier dub 
for the best Pony not exceeding 14 hands in Classes 93 and 94. 
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620 II. (£10 )— Andri w Maitjand, Thornleigh, Vicars Cross, Chester, for Cestnan Funous 
G 265, dark brown gelding, born in 1917, bred by G T. Sliield, Bumopfleld, Durham, 

8 Sir Ivor 12717, d by Torchflre 9472 
695 m. (£5 )— Wiiliam Hfath, for Oxhdlme Knight, (bee Class 90) 

614 IV. (£3)—Hobikt Horner, for Dainty Dinah, (bfe Cliss 90) 

612 R. N. —Mbs Ldgaii HiNRiQints, Icrnholm, Southport, ior Bnckley Fnma Donna. 

Class 95 .—Harness Mares and Geldings, over 14 and not exceeding 15 hands . 
608 I. (£15 )—W ii iiam b Melltr, Balminno Castle, Bridge ot Kirn, for 25186 Stella Vane, 
blown mm bom in 1919, bred by James Dillingham, Tin Limes, Old Hill , * Mathias 
647 4 d 18a00 Polly \am by Polomus 4931 

630 II ( £10 )— H J Coli brook, 1 ulmir, Bucks, foi Netherfield Argenteau G 66, bay gelding, 
bom in 1916, brill by Mrs A C lung Bi uslifh Id Manor, llomsey , « Mathias 0473, d 
22414 I*i ushflcld Clnffon by Beny Hill Snip 8739 

641 m (£5)-J R Skill*rv, for Tnllo Princess (See Class 91) 

634 IV. (£8) -Theo Hignett, for West Derby Model (bee Cliss 91 ) 

Class 96. —Harness Mares or Geldings, over 15 and not exceeding 15 2 hands % 
622 I (£15, Sc R N for Champion. 1 ) — Andrew Maiiland, lhomlitgh, \icin Cross, Chester, 
for 24544 Leicester Pnnoess, dark chestnut man, born m 1916, brid by J O Nicol, 
London Load, Lutester, * Mathias 0473, d 21744 Westfield Surprise by Paddock 
Polonius 7208 

631 II (£10 )~H J Collbkook, Tulmer Bucks, for Fulmer Pilot G 169, chestnut gelding, 
born in 1916, bred by Caleb Humphuys, Higher Iramnui, Birkinluud, e Matluos 
6473, d 19815 C ilibar Cmidian Cnl by Garton Duke of Connaught 3009 

647 III (£5) — Philip Smith, tor Haddon Phdipma (See Class 0- ) 

648 IV. (£3.)- Ldwiv Tipper, for Park Royal. (See (loss 92) 

Class 97. —Hameis Marts or Geldings, over 15 2 hands 
CIO I (£15, Champion, 1 Sc Champion l )— Willi cm b Miller, Balmmno Castle Bndg< of 
J am tor Grand Fashion G 32 >, bay gelding, bom in 1918, bred by 1 mist Bi wli y, Danum, 
Jtathgir, * Milhiis 647 3 d 20279 I i rrlngton Hi be by Golilfindir 6th 1791 

655 II (£10) —Mis Aik* Chavvssi, 50 High Stmt, button Coldfield, tor Tudor Emperor 
G j87, chestnut gilding, bom in 1910, brid by Dr Howard o Chivavji, High btriet, 
button Coldfield, « Adbolton Kingmaker 12274, d 23380 Tudor Lmprebs by Mathias 
6473 

661 m (£5)- r A Waring, Uomesefton Sefton Park, Iiveipool fo Sefton Cavoher G 270, 
bay gelding bom In 1020 bred by the lite Joseph Morton, Stow, Downham Market, 
8 bt Adrnn 1 090, d 241j 0 Alleyne by Boekinghim Squire 8070 

632 IV. (£3) —H J Con brook, l ulmer, Bucks, for Fulmer Maxim 

DOUBLE HARNESS 

Class 98. —Harness Mares or Geldings, not exceeding 15 hands. 

656 I (£20, & Champion 1 )—Nictl C ( olman, 1 Upper Grosvenor Street, London W , for 
25770 Silhouette of Nork, brown mare bom iq 1918,* MatliiisAl 10751, d 17233 Crist olta 
by Polomus 49 31 , and Loohazdil G 217, brown gilding, bom in 1919,bred by Mrs J L 
Login Doou Bink, luvi miss , * 1 ord 1 ucy 1362 J, d 22>71 Granny by Mathias 6473 

630 A C 33 n (£15 )—H J Collbrook, foi Netherfield Argenteau (si e Class 95), and Glenavon 
Crest G 290, blown bay gilding lnim in 1919, brid by Mi Call Brothers, Bumht ad, 
Kilsyth, * Mithlas 647o, d 22434 Bumluad Count*ss Campion by Adderliy 10054 

620 A 6-4 m (£10 )— Andrew Maitland, for Cestnan Furious (see C labs 91) , and Cestnan 
Fury, dark brown 

Class 99.— Uame68 Mares or Geldings, over 15 hands 

631 A 632 L (£20, & R N. for Champion 1 —H J Colfbrook, for Fulmer Pilot (see Class 06), 
and F ulm ei Maxim 

625 II (£15 )— Andrlw Maih and, Thornleigh, Vicais Cioss, Chester, for Cestnan Regal and 
Cestnan Royalist, bay gildings 

649 A 651 in (£10.)—1 a Waring, for Sefton Courtier (see Cl iss 92), and Sefton Cavalier 
(see Clu*s 97) 

TANDEMS. 

Class 100. —Harness Mates or Geldings, not exceeding 15 hands. 

656 I (£20. Sc R N. for Champion *)— Jsigel C C olman, ior Silhouette of Nork and Loohaidil. 
(Sec Class 98) 

030 A 633 n. (£15 )—H J Colebrook, for Netherfield Argenteau (see Class 95), and Glenavon 
Crest (Me Class 98) 

626 m. (£10) — Andrew Mutland, Thornleigh, Vicars Cross, Chester 

x The "Chestei " Gold Challenge Cup value lifty Gmnias, given by the Chtatoi Local 
Committee for the best Animal m Chsses 9 3 to 97 

1 Champion Prize of £5 given by the Hackney Horse Society for the best Mare or Gelding 
in Classes 90 to 97, the produce of a registeud Hackuey Stallion 
•The “ Glasgow*' Gold Chillinge Cup, value ility Guineas, given by a member of the 
RASE, for the best Pair in (lasses 08 and 99 
4 Silver Challenge Cup, value Iwenty five Guineas, given by a member of the BA£ E 
for the best Tandem in Classes 100 and 101. 
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Class 101.— Harness Mares or Qeldings, over 15 hands. 

625 L (220. ft Champion. 1 * * ) —Andrew Maitland, for Cestrian Regal and CestriAn Royalist. 
(See Class 00) 

631 & 032 n. (215.)—H. J. Colebrook, for Fulmer Pilot (see Class 06); and Fulmer M«tm. 

Four-in-Hand Teams. 

Class 102.— Mares or Qeldings. 

646 L (280.) —W. A. Barron, 01 West bourne Terrace, London, W, for four chestnuts. 
657 H. (£25.)—W. W. Theobald, Bournsido, Cheltenham, for four chestnuts. 

058 m. (220.) — Peter Walker & Son, Ltd , 105 Duke Street, Liverpool, for four bays. 


CATTLE. 


Shorthorns. 

Class 108. —Shorthorn BvJls t born in or before 1922. 

674 I. (215.)— The Hon. Mrs. Bruce Ward Godinton, Ashford, Kent, for Balcaim Eagle 
168680, dark roan, bom April 8, 1021, bred by F. L Wallace, Balcaim, Oldmeldrum; 
8 Earl of Kingston 120041, d. Edgcote Doris by Ascott Magnett 118612 

667 II. (210.)—W. S MacWilliam, M V O , Garbity, Orton Station, Morayshire, for Saltonn 
John 166834, dark roan, born April 1, 1020, bred by Captain A M Talbot Fletoher, 
Saltoun, E Lothian; * Sanquhar Grand Courtier 130193, d. Saltoun Jenny Lind by 
Grand Champion 120527. 

659 in. (£5.)—11.B H The Prince of Walks, K G , Marsh Farm, Landulph, Hatt, Cornwall, 
for Diamond Bntterfly 155319, roan, bom April 18, 1010, «. Butterfly Knight 130020, 
d Miss Butterfly 5th by Leap Year 1JG201. 

675 IV. (£4.)— The Exors. of the Late F B. Wilkinson, Cavendish Lodge, Edwinstowe, 
Mansfield, for Hean Chorister 156374, white, torn May 30, 1919, bred by Lord Merthyr, 
Hean Castle, Saundersfoot, Pembroke ; 8. Collynic Chancellor 110543, d Charity 14th by 
Newton Crystal 02658. 

668 V. (28.)— Albert James Marshall, Bridgebank, Stranraer, for Bridgebank Retrospect 
161657, dark roan, born June 20, 1020, e Folrlawne lied Lion 142322, d. Bridgebank 
llosewood 2nd by Prince Charlie 117015 

673 R. N. —J. H Toppin, Musgrave Hall, Skelton, Cumberland, for Brandsby’s D.S.O. 

H. 0.—660. C. —666, 670, 676. 

668, 685, 697 Special, 215. ‘—Albert James Marshall, for Bridgebank Retrospect, Bridge- 
bank Phoenix and Bridgebank Bard. 

059, 70.1, 701 Special, 210.*—H R H. The Prince of Wales, K.G , for Diamond Butterfly, 
Climsland Regal King 2nd and dimaland Orange Blossom 3rd. 

Class 104. —Shorthorn Bulls , bom on or between January 1 and March 31, 1923.® 
686 I. (215.)— Major J A Morrison, D S O., Basildon Park, Goring, Reading, for Basildon 
Royal 2nd 187225, white, bom Jan 15 ; s. Collynle Orient 170462, d. Basildon Rosewood 
l>u Hcarabe 128047. 

685 u. (210.)— Albert .Tames Marshall, Bridgebank, Stranraer, for Bridgebank PhoBnix 
187759, roan, born Jan. 3; <. Balcaim Baronet 153506, d. 6590 PrinceBs Glendora by 
Edgcote Hero 136371. 

680 m. (25.)— George Harrison, Gainford Hall. Darlington, for TUlmonth Wonder 104604, 
roan, bom Feb. 9, bred by J. R. Wood, Castle Heaton, Corahill-on-Tweed; i. Edgcote 
Viscount 142232, d. Shipley Witch Alnwick Magician 129120 

681 IV. (24.)—J. and N. N. Lee, Stonelands, Amclilfe, Skipton in-Craven, for Millhilla 
Clipper King 102163, roan, bom March 8, bred by D M Stewart, Millhilla, Crieff; t. 
Cupbearer of Collynio 114000, d. Fair Clipper by Collynle Cruickshank 105068 

684 R. N.— Albert James Marshall, for Bridgebank Fairie Knight. 

Class 105. —Shorthorn Bulls , bom on or between April l and December 31,1923. 
60S L (215, R. N. for Champion, 4 and R. H. for Champion.*)— Albert James Marshall, 
Bridgebank, Stranraer, for Collynle Royal Leader 188656, red roan, bom Dec 1, bred by 
J. Dulhie Webster, Collynle, Tarves, N.B.; s. Balcaim White Eagle 153501, d. Eliza 
Lass by Masterstroke 126820. 

1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty-five Guineas, given by a member of the R.A.S.E. 
for the best Tandem in Classes 100 and 101. 

* Special Prizes of £16 First Prize, and £10 Second Prize, given by the Shorthorn Society 
for the best groups of three animals bred by Exhibitor in Classes 103 to 113. 

■ Prizes, except Fourth, given by the Shorthorn Society. 

4 Champion Prize of £20 given by the Shorthorn Society, for the best Bull in Classes 103 to 
108. A Silver Medal is given by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the Champion Bull. 

•The “Brothers Colling” Memorial Perpetual Challenge Cup, value Throe Hundred 
Guineas, given through the Durham Agricultural Committee for the best Shorthorn In Classes 
103 to 113. 
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600 IL (£10)—Aibert James Marshall, for Obligation 102507, dark roan, born Nov 7 
bred by J and L Durno, Uppermill, larves, i MWhiih Clarion 174123, d Orange 
Blossom 50th by Collynlo Chief 114765 

604 m. (£5)— George Harrison, Gainford Hall, Darlington for Abbeyfarm Premier 186474, 
roan, born Oct 21, bred by J and H P Webber, Abbey farm, Malton, « Cudham 
fancy 155160, d Rosedale Mina 9th by Allerston Mayor 110716 

607 IV. (64 )—Albert James Marshall for Bndgebank Bard 187700, red, bom Aug 23 , 
8 Balcaim Baronet 153560, d Blythesome Beatrice by Broadhooks Diamond 124530 

701 V (63)— J M Strickland, Bainesse Catterick, for Bainesse Runrim King 2nd 186872, 
white, bom April 6, s Bainesse Hoyal Prince 168665, d Lothian Miss Ramsden by 
MUlhllls Rothes King 138020 

688 R N—Miss A Silvia Brocalebank, O B E , Wing Grange, Oakham, for Baloaun 
Golden Monarch. 

H. a—687 

Glass 106.— Shorthorn Bulls , born on or between January 1 and March 31, 1924. 1 

721 L (615^ Champion,* and Champion*) — George Swift Hasclor F\esham, for Haselor 
Clipper Knight 19935, white, bom Jan 7 s C oilynle Clipper King 135816, d 3406 ion^ - 
wood Clipper by Jhnight I render 121046 

710 n. (610)— John Hfaton, O B E , low Startforth Hall, Barnard Castle, for Startforth 
Loyalist 203807, white, bom leb 10 $ Turlawne Air Raid 148740, d 25076 St irt 

forth lavender Crystal by Collynic lavender King 141709 

703 HI (65 )—H It H Iuk Prince of Wal*8, k G Marsh Farm, Landulph, Hatt, Cornwall 
forChmsland Regal King 2nd 107380, roan born leb 29, s Christian King 147000, d 
(Ilmsland Regal Mary (Vol 65 p 560) by rdgeote Count 136164 

716 IV (64) — Albirt James Marshal!, Bridgebank, Strmratr, for Dnnglass Roland 
108222, red, bom March 31, bred by W and J W Petcrkin Dunglass, Conon Bridge 
s Whitcrow Commodore 186213, d 16971 Queen of the Rothes 10th by Collyme bin 
141717 

707 V (63) —Arthur Grpkn, Denton, Ben Rhyddlng, Leeds, for Denton Triumph 
107005 red, bom fob 28 , s Collynie Golden Key 170455, d Millhiils Rothes Qutcn 3rd 
(Vol 6o p 1122) by Cupbearer of Collynie 114960 

700 k. N — Gforge Harrison, Gainford Hall, Darlington, for Gainford Advocate 
C— 711, 717, 718 

713 Special 4 —Joun Latham Green Bank Form, Alsager, Cheshire for Prince Edward 
201846, dark roan born March 5 bred by J Barnes Aikbunk Wtjrton, * king 1 dward 
164538, d Aikbauk Ramsdtn (Vol 64, p 703) by Ptorllmu 116911 


Class 107. —Shorthorn Bulls , born on or between April 1 and June 30, 1924 

735 I (615 )—Mrs Frances Pumphrey, Hindlcy Hall St >cksfleld on Tyne for Hindley 
White Ensign 199551, white bom May 24 , « Double Lvent 162830, a 17205 Hindley 
(Upper Crystal by Edgcoto Goldstone 142214 

727 n (610)— Colonel H T 1 1 nwick, Stenlgot, Louth Lines for Archer Royal 195692, 
bora April 24, 8 MUlhllls Rifltmm 183162, d 21733 Augusta Perseverance by Viziei 
114174 

722 m (65)— His Majesty the King The Royal Farms, Windsor, for Windsor Monson 
204070, white bom June 2 , t Cudham Prince Augustus 17076a, d 32516 Windsor Gol¬ 
den JUt by Royal Gauntlet 159047 

728 IV (64 )— James Douglas Pletohfu Roseliaugh, Avoch, Ross shire for Rosehangh 
Golden Hero 202330, roan, bom April 3 , s Balnakyle Rothes Prince 178155, d Gem 
of Suddlo (Vol 62 p 791) by Collynie Matad >re 111337 

732 V. (63 )— GRORGF Harrison, Gainford Hall, Darlington for Leveret 200427, white, 
bom April 1, bred by G B Shields, Dolphinstone, iiauent, 8 Millhiils Buccaneer 183155, 
d lavenderUlac (Vol 64, p 1264) by CoUynio Grand Duke 124844 

729 R. N—L V Gariand, Greenbank, The lowans, Hayle, CorawaU, for Towan Bachelor 
C —724, 734 


Glass 108 .—Shorthorn BuMs t bom on or between July 1 and December 31, 1924 1 
758 L (615 )— Sir George Alfred Wills, Bart , Langford Court I inn, Langford, Bristol, 
for Riokford Eclipse 202189, dark roan, boin July 2, n CoUynie Rubicon 179605, d 
44018 Fliza Lady 4th by Balcaim White Eagle 153591 ^ M 

742 n (610 )— Alexander A Addib, Newbiggin, Cambus, Stirling, for Gamboa Eanerry, 
10"027,red and Uttle white, bom Nov 26 , t MUlhllls EcUpse 174124, d 32682 oambus 
Secret by Balcaim Guardsman 160949 


* Prises, except Fourth and Fifth, given by the Shorthorn Society 

* Champion Prize of £20 given by the Shorthorn Society for the best Bull in Classes 103 to 
108 A Silver Medal is given by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the Champion BuU 

•The "Brothers CoUing” Memorial Perpetual Challenge Cup value Three Hundred 
Guineas, given through the Durham Agricultural Committee for the best Shorthorn in Claeses 
103 to 113 

4 Special District Prize of £10, given by the Shorthorn Soolety, for the beet Bull in Classes 
106, 107 and 108, the property of an Inhibitor residing in Cheshire A Silver■ Medall was 
given by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the animal winning the £10 District 
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744 IIL (46)—Lieut Colonel E P Brasshy, Manor Farm, Upper Slaughter, Bonrton on 
the Water, Glos, for Rosebud King 202304, red roan, bom July 2, t Abbeymains 
Combatant 168245 d 10636 Rost bud s Fancy by Edgoote Magnet 148667 

741 IV (44)—H R H The Prince op Wales K O , Home Tarm stoko Climaland Cornwall, 
for Cl i m a l a nd Royalist 197382, roan, bora July 13 t Collynle Herald 179685, d 
Wliitefoid Butterfly ("Sol 64, p 670) by Nicholas of Cluny 116746 

748 V (43)—Gforoi Harrison Gainford Hall, Darlington for Gainford Pilot 198856 
rid roan bom Nov 2 , * Cicero Jilt 179483, d Gainford Pauline 4th (Vol 64, p 961) 
ftp Collynle Mandarin 119552 

75*3 R N—Sir Herbert Ip on, Bart , Bletchley Park, Blitchle>, for Bletehley Royalist. 
H C—739 0 —750, 751 

Class 109. —Shorthorn Cov>8 (tn-mtll), bom in or before 1921 

761 I (£16)—Toseph Harris, Brockenburgh Tower, Carlisle for 13723 Water Lily 6 th, red, 
bora Dec 25,1920 calved Oct 16, 3924 , 8 Moresby R 05 alist 157861, d Water Lily 4th 
by Duke of Whitehall 136251 

705 n (410 )—William Woop, Clawthorpe Hall Burton, Westmorland, for Roeebnd (Vol 
65, p 1216) dark roan, bora Dec 1 1938, 1 ah< d Jan 2 3925 , 8 Smiling V ct 1 3 3640, 
d Red Rosebud by Rosebery 117391 

763 m (45)—J M Strickland, Bainesse Catteriek for 80579Bamesse Butterfly,dirk roan 
bom March 1, 3921 calved Nov 10,1921, « ( udhamMax 1 olC" d Brandsby s Butterfly 
6 th by Staff Officer 133741 

764 R H—Hon Mrs Bruce Ward, Godu n Ashfoid, Kent, for Oodinton ~ilt 
H. 0 —759 

Class 110 .—Shorthorn Heifers (m mill), bom in 1922 

767 I (416, ft Champion M—Sir Ctcil Chubb Bart Bay ten Manor Codford Wilts for 
44438 Princess Margaret, roan born Tan 5 calved Ort 19 1)24 l red by T Diane 
Willis Stratton Park Stratton H Margarets, 8 Billing on Snowstorm 154027, d Princess 
Miry by MubIioI Ma- 112632 

771 H (410)—Iord SHrnBORNF, Sherborne Park Northlcach fir 42352 Golden Lassie, 

roan Urn June 39, calaedTnn 4 39-5 » Bindley Snow storm 142909, d 3609 Notlaw 

Pure Gold 23rd ty Notlaw Luck 1 38276 

768 HI (£5)—Jamps Douglas Flrtcitpr, Roschaugh, Avocli Ross shire for S6350 Rose- 
haugh Chpper 5th dark roan born May 5, calved Jan 28 1925 t Mlllhills Maitbuuer 
3o7773, d llosehaugh Clipper by lieutenant Crulckshank 136230 

772 R N—J H Toppin, Musgrave Hall, Skelton, Cumberland for Skelton Bracelet 
0—770 


Class 111 .—Shorthorn Heifers, bom in 1923 

785 I (£15, ft R N for Champion *)—Sir Hjrbfrt I eon Bart Bletehley Park Bletehley 
for 51506 Vanity, roan, bora Feb 3 , s Bale dm Royal Diamond 160962, d \ unity I air 
by Prince, Rudolph 117072 

781 H (£10)— Georoi Harrison, Gainford Hall Darlington for 4Of91 Gainford Pauline 
11th, roan born April 9 t Collynle thallengi r 14803- d C ainford Pauline 1 th by 
Collynle Mind inn 119552 

774 IH (£ 6 )—rRrn Allison, Lilac I arm, ^edlngham, Ileslerton Milton for 45103 
Yedmgham Mina 2nd, dark roan, born lib 25, s ARerslon Stmelaid 1606JS, d 
9"56 Yedingham Mina by Doune \ste nsk 1 W0 > 3 

780 IV (£4)— Jamfs Douglas Ilhoifr Rosehaugh Avoeh Ross shire for 48677 Rose- 
haugh Broadhooks 10th, red born April 21 t Dunplass Dauntless 171218 d Sutldie 
BroadhookB 2nd by Lieutenant Criuckshink 1162 0 

773 V (£3)—His Majfrty the King, The Rojal I arms Windsor for 44923 Windsor Car¬ 
nation, dark roan, bora April 22 , * Ldgcote I latter 125374, d Hathaway 7th ly Proud 
Mctor 103447 

778 R N —Captain S\dney DrNNis, Down Ampney House, Cricklodc, for Latton Moss Rose 
3rd 

H C— 786 C— 779, 783 

Class 112.— Shorthorn Heifers, bom on or between January 1 and March 31,1924. 

791 I (£16 )—H R H The Prince of Wales, K G , Home Tarm, Stoke Cllmsland, Cornwall, 
for Cll m s l a nd Orange Blossom 3rd, red, born March 3, « Collynle Herald 179685, d 
Orange Tlower 26 by Butterfly Knight 130029 

809 PJ* 10 )—Ihb Duke ofNorthumrirland, K G Alnwick Castle, Northumberland for 
65756 Alnwiok Rose of Roxburgh, white, bora March 22 , s Aldswortli Duke 123844, 
of Surrey (Vol 60, p 981) by leading Iavouiite 112263 

801 J»»nard Greenwfil Bart Harden Park, Woldlngham, Surrey, for 

61953 Marten Crocus, red and little white, born Jan 17, * Balcolra Warden 168707, 

mi* irr 8 7S?.® < ?S!jJ on ^ rocufl ty Dewlap s Rojal Sovereign 125170 

792 KJ * 4 ) T n R H Iht Prince of Walls, KG, tor Cllmsland Princess Royal 4th 
57531, red roan, bora Jan 30, 8 (oilynie Herald 179685, d 9640 < lined md Princess 
Royal 2nd by Christian King 147900 


* P^P 100 , 1 ^ 0 °^ 20 Riven by the Shorthorn Bodcty, for the best Cow or Heifer in Glasses 
Cow or Heifer 8IIver Mtda * ^ ^ vrn by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the Champion 
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804 V (£3)— Ralph W Jorgensen, Tlio Lerry I arm, South Cerney, Cirencester, for 63177 
Carney Pink 5th, red, born Jb eb 12, bred by Mrs G I Hutchinson, barsden, Kiugham, 
Oxon , « Ldgcote Albion 142205, d Village Pink (Vol 63, p 046) by Village Benjamin 
123423 

788 R. N — His Majesty thi Ring, The Boyal I arms, 'Windsor, for Windsor Luxury 2nd. 
H C —808 C—797, 805, 800 

Glass 118.— Shortho7n Heifei8, bom on or between April 1 and December 31,1924. 

822 1 (£15)—L V Gai land Uretnbank, 7 he lowans Haylc, Cornwall, for 61573 Towan 
Nonpareil, red, bom Apnl 2, 8 Bapton Prince George 168891, d 40061 Southmore 
nonpareil by Royal Style 1)3107 

818 II (£10)— Richard t ornelius, Lutwyche Hail, Much Wenlock, Salop, for 67815 
Lntwyohe Eileen 2nd, rid roan born April 5 , s Lutwyche Mint 173747, d 31574 Eliza 
Lady 3rd by Bale uni White Lagle 153^91 

826 m (£5 ) — Tohn Heaton, 0 B b , Low Staitforth Hall, Barnard Castle, for 62424 Start- 
fourth Augusta, white, lorn April *2 , t> Ptllipar, Aii Lord 183756, d 37666 Balthayock 
Augusta 32nd (v Norsemen of Huviestoun 1508-0 

814 IV (£4) —His Majesty ihi Kino, Ihi Rcyal Farms, Windsor, for 57500 Windsor 
Butterfly, dark roan, born April 20 , s Royal Gauntlet 159047, d 27874 Butterfly of 
Durno by Mllllulh Sunbeam 157774 

832 V (£3) — J M 8tkh eland, Bain esse, Catterick, for 68071 Bainesse Myue 6th, roan, 
born Mvy 6, s Bnudsby s Lord llamsdtn 7th 169452, d 3516 Settrington Mysie by 
Settrington Premltr 133502 

825 B N. — Arthur Ghees, Denton, Ben Rhydding, Leeds, for Denton Pnnoesi 


Herefords. 

Class 114 .—Herefoid Bulla , born on or before August 31, 1922. 

839 I (£15, B N for Champion, 1 & R N for Champion *)—Willi or Grai 1 ahmer, Withwg 
ton Court He it ford toi Aldersend Nonsuch 584”0 lorn Jan 20, 19-0, bred by W 
Griffiths, Wilton Oaks, lamngton, Huifordslure, a Aldersend Wilton 34542, d 
Nanette by btarllght 28754 

843 II (£10 )— David Jenkin , liourton Place Llantwit Major, Cardiff for Energy 40898, 
born Jan 8 19-1 bud by 8 lkbioson The Ovils Kington, Htiefordshlie, 8 Mansel 
Handyman 339)4, d Silk 2nd by Giinsborough _8 0> 

836 ni (£5 )—Edward Iiiiino (rook, Woodlinds nail Bridgnorth for Pnory Resolute 
41505, born Jan 7, 1J21 bred by L Blickstad, Pnory 1 inn, Clifford, * Resolute 
3)537 d Beauty r »tli ly Iwyford Sultan -o84o 
835 IV (£4 )—George H Bray Dormington Court, Hereford, for Wickton Comrade 40297, 
boro Mai eh 28 1920 brid by Neuman Brothers Lower Wickton, Leominster, t Patch- 
work 34000 d lveslatch Curly 5th by lumblcr 17588 

840 V (£3)—S Goidwin Ivington Court Leominster for Wickton Overtime 44347, born 
March 12 1922 bred by Newmin Bn then, 1 owir Wickton, Leominstei, a Patchwork 
14009 d Oyster Gill 35rd by Gay Iaddy 30o9) 

842 R N—Caiiain R 1 Hinckes, Mansel Court, Hereford, for Enterprise. 

H C—858 C—841 

Class 115 .—Hereford Bvlh , bom on or between September 1,1922, and 
August 31, 1923 

853 I (£15)—Ernest r£VT\s Chapel larrn limey Cistic, Ptrshorc for Pershore Smiles 
44068 born Dec 28, 19-2 8 Itinger 31020, a Toy by Masterpiece 29896 

852 n (£10 )—Oharlls Hinry Morris, Weston Court, Pembrldge, for Weston Papyrns 
44330, born Jan 2), 1923 , « Crossways Opalo 3893a d Pearl &v H irdwick Re gent 31573 
850 m (£5)—W L I ock Ihe lown, Gibtlo i loome lidbury, foi Freetown Brace 43713, 
boro April 28 19-5 bred by P 1 Brntistock, Tree town Tarrlngton Hertford, s 
Aldersend Napier 5 844, d Barban by Goodenough 3 5710 
865 R N —Edward Wi wb & 8 onb ( 8 iourbridqb), Ltd , Astwood 1 inn, Stoke W orks, 
Bromsgrove, fo’* Colonel 
H. C —851 C —848 

Class 116 .—Hertford Bulla , bom on or between September 1 and 
November 30, 1926 8 

857 L (£15, Champion, 1 & Champion •)—William Smith, The Leon, Pembrldge, for«Leen 
Lionel tom Nov 10,1923 , a Freetown Wairior 40971, d Leen Marla (Vol 52, p 627) 
by Concord 36419 

850 u (£10)—H Weston & Sons, The Bounds, Much Hurtle, Dymock, for Bounds Ocean, 
born Oct 2,1923 , a Aldersend Licton 58467, d Cherry 22nd (Vol 62, p 685) by Bounds 
Justice 36106 

858 in (£5 )—John Walkkr, Knightwick Manor, Worcester, for Kmghtwiok Searchlight, 
born Oct 9, 1925, a Fire Royal 39167, d JKnightwick bpinage by Eaton Hotspui 36631 

1 Champ! in Prize of £10 10s given by the Hertford Herd Book botlety, for the best Bull 
in Classes 114 to 118 

* Perpe tual Silver Challenge Trophy, value One Hundred Guineas, given through the 
Hereford Herd Book Society, for the best Bull in Classes 114 to 118 ■% 

'Prizes given by tho Hereford Herd Book Society 
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Glass 117.— Hereford Bulls, bom on or between December 1 , 1023, and 
February 29, 1924. 

861 I (£16)—William Lvkrall, Slirawardlne Castle, Shrewsbury, for Eyton Pass, born 
Dec Z3, 1023, bred by L Craig Tanner, Eyton on Severn, t Lion 32700, a Eyton 
Satire 6th (V ol 51, p 672) by Prince Charming 20982 

860 II (£10)—W H Donnf D ivies The Pigeon House, Weston Beggard, Herefordshire, 
for Dmam Monon 44766, born Dec 12, 1023, bred by D Davies, M P, The Offices, 
Llandinam, Mont , « Resolute 2nd 39805, d Mary by Dmam Masterman 30401 
866 HI (£6 )—Charles Hknry Morris, Weston Court Pembridge, for Weston Pembndge, 
bom Dec 8, 1023, s Freetown Warrior 40071, d Leen Mouse (Vol 61, p 662)6yArmis 
tice 35803 

862 IV. (£4.)—H R Griffiths, Little Tarrlngton, Hereford, for Tarrmgton Marines, bom 
Jan 25, 1024, s Bounds Landmark 40540, d May Queen (Vol 52, p 353) by Alder 
send May Xing 85843 

870 R N.—Edward Craig Tanner, Lyton on Severn, Cross Houses, Salop, for Byton 
Paymaster. 

H 0 —865 C—803 

Glass 118 .—Hereford Bulls, born on or after March 1 , 1924 
874 1 (£16 )—Henfy J Dent, Perton Court, Stoke 1 difch, Herefordshire, for Perton Gunner, 
bora March 4 1024, < Percentage 37005, d Perton Select 2nd (Vol 50, p 475) by 
Eaton Silver 29603 

881 H (£10)—William Smith The I eon, 1 embridge, for Freetown Rambler 44870 l>ora 
April 1, 1024 bred by P E Bradstock, lreetown, larrington, a Bussell lairfax 
44812 d Ven Yusi by Goodtnough 33710 

873 HI (£6 )—David PrnciVAL Barnett, Walterston, Llancarfan Powbridge, for Master 
Robert^ bom April 1, 1024 , a Waltoraton Sam 88300, d Dolesome (Vol 60, p 870) 
by Sir Sam 33131 

879 IV (£4)—W A Newman, Tillmgton Court Farm Burghill, Hereford, for Wickton 
Andrew, bom March , 1024 , a Wickton Perfect 44249, d Curly 3rd (\ ol 52, p 506) 
by Patchwork 34000 

878 V (£3 )—W 3 Lock The Town, Castle Froome, I cdbury, for Town Charmer, bom 
April 17 1924, a Congo 421 Jk d Betty (Vol 49, p 639) by Bodenham Herald 31273 

880 R N—John Parr, Burton 1 inton, Boss, Herefordshire, for Burton Cornerstone 

H C—875 C —883 

Class 119 .—Hereford Cows or Heifers (in milk), bom on or before August 31,1922. 
891 I (£15, & R N for Champion *) —Tames Price <te Sons, Tenmaes, Talgarth, for Anxious 
(\ol 62, p 553), born Feb 4, 1022, calved March 1, 1926, $ Leon Marplot 37179 d 
Penmaea Pride by Spartin 34344 

888 H (£10)—Cecil Rowe English, Lvesbatch Court, Bishop’s Trome, Worcester, for 
Maymorn (Vol 61, p 370), born Mv 20, 1910, calved Nov 24, 1924 bred by J Row¬ 
lands, Ihe bkilts, Malvern Link , s bhclsley 26480, d Mosina by Carbine 28132 
890 HL (£6 )—Sir David B Llfwillyn, Bart , The Court, St lagans, Glam, Crossways 
Opal (Vol 63 p 681) born Tan 6, 1019, calved April 12 1926, bred by Owen Viilliains, 
Crossways, Cowbndge, a Ringer 31920, d bhccpcote Opal by Milton 26571 
886 R N —david Percival Barnett, Walterston, Llancarfan, Cowbridge, for Lnx 
H 0.—887 

Class 120.— Hereford Heifers, bom on or between September 1, 1922, and 
August 31, 1923 

902 I (£15, ft Champion. 1 )—Sir Maurice Levy, Bart , Great Glen, Leicester, for Glen 
Dasher, bom March 4,19-3 , s Bounds kyrlo 38638, d Nan (Vol 63, p 433) by Langoed 
Dandy 33892 

893 H (£10)—His Majesty the Xing Tho Royal 1 arms, Windsor, for Lavender Lass 
(Vol 64, p 144), bom Jan 5, 1923 , a Lulsley Statesman 87827, d Lovely 2nd by 
Paymaster 32892 

898 HI (£6 )—T Walters Davies, The Cefn Farm, Pontypridd, for Cefn Rosemary 7th, 
born Feb 1, 1923, a Tyon s Mctor 37791, d Robemary 6th oyClive Hope 3rd 36374 
90o IV (£4 )—Lock & Shfw, Paunton Court, Bishop s 1 rome, Worcester, for Paunton 
Flo (Vol 64, p 421), born Feb 9 1923 , a Bushman 88742, d Fella by Gamestei 28308 
896 V (£8 )—Charlfs L Coxon, Milton, Pembridge, for Marstow Betty (Vol 54, p 453), 
torn Jan 2, 1923, bred by C Moreland Marstow, Ross-on Wye, a Bounds Justice 
36106, d Plpcroll by Newton Majoi 32843 

895 R N —Captain F B J Bibby, Hardwicke Grange, Shrewsbury, for dive light 4th. 
H 0—897, 899 C.—907 

Glass 121.— Hereford Heifers, bom on or between September 1 and 
November 30, 1923 1 

910 I (£15)—T L Walk.fr, The Cedars, Broadwas on Teme, for Ankenhne Fashion, bora 
bept 26,1923, « Oddfellow 89680, d Ankerdlne Famous (Vol 62, p 667) by Bodenham 
Goodwood 36043 

1 Champion Prize of £10105 given by the Hereford Herd Book Society for the beet Cow 
or Heifer In Classes 119 to 122 
1 Prizes given by the Hereford Herd Book Society 
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90S n. (CIO)— Ckil Rowf English, Eves batch Court, Bishop’s Frome, Worcester, for 
Bom Harmony 2nd, bom Sept 8, « Plansifter 37708, d Rose Harmony (\ol 61, p 
369) b/ Bellator 32217 

900 m (16 )— Ernfst Stevens, Chapel Farm, Elmley Castle, Fershore, for Penhore Cas- 
tonette, bom Oct 22, t Bounds Keepsake 38622, d Lccn Timbnl (Vol 50, p 913) 
by Manner 28468 

911 B. If —H Weston <t Sons, The Bounds, Much Marcle, Dymock, for Bella 7th. 

Glass 122.— Hereford Heifers, bom on or after December 1, 1923. 

013 I (£16 )— His Majesty the Kino, The Rc/al Farms, Windsor, for Peggy, bora leb 20, 
1024 s I ulsley Statesman 37127, d Primula (Vol 60, p 320) by Paymaster 32802 

017 n. (£10 )— Thomas Haywood, Broom Park, Gleobury Mortimer, for Lady lilian 2nd. 
bora Jan 4,1024, 8 Troubadour 2nd 41937, d Lady Lilian (Vol 52, p 322) by Diamond 
38978 

012 m (£6)—His Majesty the Kino, for Eunice, bom March 9,1924, « Lulsley St itesman 
37327 d Envy (Vol 60, p 1010) by Admiral Beatty *1222 

922 IV. (£4)— John Walker, Knightwick Manor, Worcestci, for Kmghtwick Delia, born 

Dec 29 1923 8 Aldirsend Picfcct 38474, d Brampton Garland 9th (Vol 52, p 622) 

by Brampton James 33412 

915 R. If— Captain 1 B F. Bibby, Haidwicke Grange, Shrewsbury, for Clive Polly 6th. 
H.0 —914 

Sussex. 

Glass 128.— Sussex Bull?, bom in or before 1923 

923 I (£15, Champion. 1 St Champion 1 ) —J Rainer Bitts Grttnhlll Othnm Maidstone, 

for Otham Chevaber 5408 born Jum 17 1921 $ Ticehurst Chevalier 6th 4854, d Ock 

ham 1 umpy 4th 15507 by Ockham Prince 3367 

925 n (£10) — Campbell Newington Oakover Ticehurst Sussex for Oakover Lad 18th 
6819 born April 27, 1922, 8 Mabhdon Lad 4326 d lavourite 21st 13061 by Orchard 
mains Squire 2475 

024 m (£6)—J IUynir Bm^ for Ridge Sundial 5860 bora May 11 1923 bred by G R 
lknnett Old House West lioithly , s Sundrldge 4573, d 1 ock Heedless 6th 15992 by 
North Chapel Premier 2645 

Glass 124.— Sussex Bull?, bom in 192 

931 I (£16, B N for Champion, 1 and R N for Champion a )— Campbill N*wingion, Oakover# 
lice hurst, Sussex, tor Oakover Lad 23rd 6256 born Jan 2, s Mabledon Lad 4326, 
d Jbavourltt 21st 13061 by Orchardinalns Squire 2475 

930 n (£10)—J O Johnson, Peppers, Ashurst Steyning for Kings Barn Sunbnght 
6213 born Tan 5 s bundrhlge 4o73, d Avis ford Hetdless 3rd 19881 by Red Miller 4918 

932 in (£5 )— Major J R Warren, Handcross Park Haywards Heath for Handcron Lad 
0288 born Tan 2a, t Oakover Lad 10th 5340, d Dale Graieful 1st 19264 by Brownings 
Price 7th 4675 

Class 126.— Sussex Cows or Heifers (in milk), bom m or before 1922 

934 I (£15, 8c Champion *)— Llucr Lzra, Lock, Partridge Green, Sussex, for Drungewiok 
Daisy 16th 19107, bora leb 26,1920 calved Jan 15, 1925, bred by the late E LBraby, 
Drungcwk k Manor Rudgwick, Sussex , 8 Drungowick A One 17th 4582, d Drungcwick 
Ddsy 14th 16712 by Drungewick Marksman 3rd 3274 

933 n (£10)—J Rayner Brtis, Greenhill, Otham Maidstono for Otham Lady 2nd 19718, 
bora June 21 1921, calved May 14 1925 , * Ticehurst Chevalier 6th 4854, d Sheldwich 
lady 33rd 16044 by Nash Premier 6th 3446 

935 m (£6 )— L O Johnson Peppers, Ashurst, Steyning for Ewhurst Crystal 20478, born 
ieb 10 1922, calved April 1 1925 bred by H W Coleman, lleigate s Thurst jn Red 
Rover 5443, d Brownings Crystal 1st 16280 by Apsley Albert 2nd 2706 

Glass 126.— Sussex Heifers, bom m 1923. 

938 I (£15, & R N lor Champion *)—Ellice Ezra, Lock Partridge Green Sussex, for Ridge 

Charmer 2nd 21059, born Jan 28, bred by G R Bennett, Old House, West Hoathly, 
Sussex, 8 Avisford Prince 5484, d Sheldwich Knelle Charmer 17851 by Nash 
Masterpiece 2nd 3723 t 

939 n (£10.) —L O Johnson, Peppers, Ashurst, Steyning for Ridge Bouncing Beauty 2nd 
21058, bora Jan 27, bred by G R Bennett, West Hoathly, s Ridge EcUpee 5405, d 
Lynwlck Leauty 24th 16663 by Lynwlck Ruins 2nd 3o63 

936 in. (£6)—J Rayner Betts, Greenhill, Otham, Maidstone, for Otham Lnmpy 6th 
21067, bora April 6, # Ticehurst Chevalier 6th 4854, d Ockham Lumpy 4th 17856 
by Golden Noble 9th 3877 

0—937, 940 

1 Perpetual Silver Challenge Trophy, value One Hundred Guineas, given through the 

Sussex Herd Book Society for the best Bull in Classes 123 and 124 

* Champion Silver Medal given by the Sussex Herd Book Society for the best Bull in Classes 

123 and 124 

* Champion Silver Medal gi\ eu by the Sussex Herd Book Society for the best Cow or HkJfer 

in Classes 125 to 127 
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Class 127 .—Sussex Heifers, bom tn 1924 

945 L (£15 )—Fllicb Ezra, Lock, Partridge Green, Sussex for Lock Daisy 21016, bom 
Feb 12, t Jacobite 5116, d Drungewick Daisy 16th 19107 by Drungcwick A One 7th 
4582 

949 n (£10 )—Major J R Warren, Handcioss Park, 31 lywnrds Heath, for Handoross 
Daisy 1st 22380, born 1 cb 7 , t Oakovor I ad 10th 5340, d Huggetts Daisy 17th 16740 
fry ShMinglee Gold 7th 2681 

046 in (£5) — Lord Ieconfirld, Pet worth House Pet-worth Sussex for Petworth Daisy 
22157 bom Tan 10 , s North Chapel President 2nd 512G, d Ljnwick Daisy 16th 16066 
fry Dogwood 3227 
H. 0.—947 0 —948 


Welsh. 

Class 128.— Welsh Bulls, bom on or before Not ember 30, 1922 
952 I (£15, ft Champion l )- H M Greaves, Wern Portn ndoc for Wera Sentry 1512, bom 
Sept 20 1919, s Snowdon ldw il 1192 d Worn Ideal 1-80 by Duke of Wellington 294 
957 n (£10 )—Lord Prnrh\n, Penrhjn Casth Hmt, >r fir Harold of Penrhyn 1984 bora 
Feb 2 1921, s Musketeer of Penrhyn 1140, d Htd< i hd of Penrhyn 2311 fry Madryn 
Cawr 488 

951 HI (£5)—O H Lioyd Pdw\rds In heron Pwllheli for Snowdon Caradoo 1772, 
bom April 13 1920 brid bv the l nlv( r i y Cf 11( go of fSortli Wales, Dingor, s bnowdon 
Tmperor 1193, d Snowdon Rose 1923 ly Wern Inijiror 50 
966 IV (£4)—Sir Jdward Naylor I tyiand Nantclwyd Doll Ruthin, for Ronald of 
Nantelwyd 2359, bom fune 10 1922, s Roddwa Botha 1267, d lenmyn>dd Mabli 
8601 fry Penmynydd Hywd 1128 
H C—954 

Class 129.—I \dsh Bull 9, bom on or between December 1, 1922, and 
November 30, 1923 2 

970 I (£15. ft R N for Champion 1 )— Umvj rsity ( oiitgl op North Wales College Farm, 
A her, Range r, for Snowdon BrAn 2645 born Julv 11, 1923 , « Madryn Laddie 1403, d 
Bryndan N inw 42 i5 fry Bodolwa Vlunteer 1271 

971 n (£10 )—Ai THUR W Will villi Wien Isa Dolgdley for Waen Gordon, bora Aug 10, 
1923 s Northgatc Boy 2040, d Wien Martha 871 fry Blodgorn 114o 

069 HI (£5) —W T PimHMtcn, 1 ryn G >f Llanfair P G, Anglesey for Cefnamwloh 
Champion 2442 bom teb 7, 1921, bred by Major W H Wvnne 1 inch Cefnamwlch, 
T\dweiliog, t Bodrick Avro 1278, d Penllyn ball\ ?S51 ly \odis Mlndm 5 >7 
903 IV (£4 )— Dinah Tstati s Company, Llandinam Hall 1 irm Llandmim, Mont, for 
Dinam Lancer, bom Aug 26, 1921, » Dinam Chief 1618, d Glasfryn Ilnda 4051 Ivy 
Glynlllvon Captain 906 
H C—966 

Class 180. — Welsh Bulls, bom on or between December 1,1923, and Juried, 1924 * 
978 I (£15) —It M Griaves, Wern Portmadoc for Wern Duke, him Dor 11, 1923, s 
Wern Sentry 1542 d Wcm Irene 1281 fry Duke of Wellmgun 29i 

972 H (£10) — T Crosland Graham Clwyd Hall Ruthin for GwyngyU Triumph, lorn 
Dec 2 1923. bred ly W T Prytlierch Bryn Gof, 11 inf nr P G , * Worn Jriumph 
1826, d Myfanwy Gwjn^yll 2nd 4 j~ 6 fry Mynadi Du 1186 

977 m (£5) — Norman L Moon, Jlandrillo Merlontthshiu fir Corwen Messenger, hom 
March 6, 1924, s Ty (roes \oluntcoi 2129, d Black Bess 4th 2022 fry Nanhoron Maxim 
606 

978 IV (£4)—Mator Lrio J W Plait, Madryn Park Aber, North Wales for Madryn 
Glaxo, hom Teb 14, 1924 , t Rampart of Penrhyn 1752 d Midrjn N mey 3rd 6331 fry 
Rhydvgamedd General Bvng 1179 

975 V. (£8.)—8 H Jenks, Pilsdon Manor, Bridport for PilsdonBoy, bom April27, 1924, s 
Ty Crocs Llewelyn 2376, d Bute Min Arfron 3174 fry btanley 954 
981 R H— University College oi North Walt's, College Farm, Aber, Bangor, for 
Snowdon Llenler. 

H. C —982, 983 

Class 181.— Welsh Bulls, bom on or after July 1, 1924. 

985 I (£15 )—8 H Jenks Pilsdon Manor, Bndport, for Pilsdon Baldwyn, bom Aug 13, 
t Ty Croes Llewelyn 2376, d Pcnrhos Brinwen 4640 fry Nipper of Penrhyn 1131 

986 H (£10)—O Parry Jonps, PI is Llechylched Valley Anglesey for Plas Samson, bom 
Aug 8, f Plas Yswaln 2082 d Plas Gwenlliin 2nd 6143 fry Bnowdon Lmlyn 1477 

987 m (£5 )—F C Minoprio, Haulfryn Home I arm Abusoch, for Haulfryn Ring , bom 
Oct 7, » Puntygwalr King 2346, d Puntygwair Primroso 4127 fry Bathellyn Goalkeeper 
1112 

H. 0—988 

1 Champion Piize of £5 gi\cn 1 y the Wdsh Black ( attic Society for the best Bull in Classes 
128 to 131 

9 prizes, except 1 ourth and 1 ifth given by the Welsh Black Cattle Society 
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Class 132 .—Welsh Cows (i mmtlfc ), bom on or before November 30, 1921. 

093 I (216, & R. N for Champion *)—S H Jenks, Pilsdon Manor, Bridport, for Pilidon 
Man 296b, born Mirch 28, 1916, calved Nov 7, 1926, bred by Vaynol Trustees, Vaynol 
Park, Bangor, s Welsh J nipcroi 0o8, d Mwvmg 7th 1903 by Vaynol Duke 397 

999 n (210)—1 C Min o prig, Haulfiyn Home lann, Abcrsoch, for Pnntygwair Primrose 
4127, born May 22, 1919, ealved ()< t 7, 1924, bred by J W Holland, Cim, Abersoch; 
s Bichellyn Goalkeeper 1112 d Molly Gth of l’enrhyn 7 927 by Nanhoron Model 508 

994 in (25) —D B Lloyd, Llyslow Guerwen, foi Csuntell Megan 4922, bora Much 17, 
1921 calved April 6, 192 , bicd bv J dwird Gabriel, lastell Mawr, Lryncrug, lowyn, 
t Bwlchgwyn Gawr 1291, d. Beiuty 40-/ by lastell Bing 707 

1004 IV (24)— Major John (harlls Wynm 1 inch, Voclw, BcttwB y Coed, for Voelas 
Thynne 4794, born June 8 1920, calved 1 cb 16, 1926 , s Admiral 1144, d Voelas 
Patience 38J9 by Voelis Llewelyn 666 

998 V (23 ) —Sir Clorqe A L I Glrvis Mryrick, IUbi , Hmton Admiral Christchurch, 
Hantb, and Bodorgan Anglesey, for Mair 2nd 1831, bum Nov 10, 1912 cilvcd Oct 24, 
19-4, bred by Lord Pcnrhyn, Pcnrhyn Castle, Langor, « Duke ol Wellington 294, 
d Mair 388 

995 R N — D R Lloyd, for Waen Martha 2nd. 

H C —1002 

Class 133.— Welsh Iletfin (m milk ), bom on or between December 1, 1921* 
and November 30, 1922 * 

1007 I (216)—J CB '.LAND Grvham, Clwjd Hall Ruthin, for Cim Dob 6821, born leb 23, 
1I— c lived Dec L0 1 )24, brtd by J W Hollind, Cim, Abersoch , s Cim Chamberlain 
1108 d < ini Maty 4 ))) ty I old Robe rts 921 

1010 II (£10) R l <. Plan \mIts, Glelidyfi foi Mwymg of Halford aO >2, bora March 15, 
1 )-2, calved Die * 19-4 brr'd by Allen A Ropers Halfoid 1«arm, Craven Arms * 

J iney ol ltnibyu lblb, d Ireparn Mw^mg 2nd 2818 by Rhydygamedd (awryn 649 

1000 in (25) —lilt hard John Glorql Llwyn, Chwilog Carnaivoiisluie lor Hendre Doll 
6687, boin Much 17 1922, calved J)ec 1 1924 bred bv G G Da\lis, Uendie Bach, 
(lyuiug Caiuaiv nshiri a Bomb oi Pcnrhyn 1136, d Hendre Bach Gwladys 2646 by 
Rhydgirnield Cawiyu 019 

H.C —1009 C— \00o 

Class 134 .—Welsh Heifus , bum on or bduetn Dectm 1 » 1, 1922, and, 
November 30, 1923 

1032 I (215, & Champion *) -Major John (harlis W\nm Iinch Voelas Ikttws y Coed, 
for Voelas Wish 7i-0, bom Miy -», 1923 , a PI is y bryn Champion 1744 d Voelas 
Buby t M)8 ty Stamp ol JNnihyn 1112 

1027 H (210)—bnt Ldward Naylor Leylavp, Nantclwyd Hall, Ruthin, for Violet of 
Nantclwyd 6866 , born Sept 26, 1923, s Bodelwa Botha 1207, d Madrvn Gwenllian 
6th 4492 by Jack Johnson 799 

1024 in (26) — Sir Gioroh ALT Uervis Meyrick Bart Hinton Admiral, Christ¬ 
church, Hants, and Bodorgan, Anglesey, for Bodorgan Blodwen 6910, born Jan 17, 
1921, s. Penmynydd Caswallon 2062, d Bodelwa Shan 3rd 4168 by Bodelwa Volunteer 
1273 

102a IV (24)—F C Minoprio Haulfryn Home I arm, Abersoch, for Pnntygwair Ethel 
0049, born I eb 8 1923 bred by J W Holland (ini Abe reocli, a Cim Chamberlain 
1908, d Puntygwur Dillodil 4128 by Bachcllyn link 12o > 

102J V (23) — Lord 8±inl*y op Aldlrllv, Pciuho* Holyhiad, for Angharad 7161, bom 
Dec 20, 1922, s Bodelwa Teste r 1 >74, d Mona by Nanhoron President 604 

1021 R N — Lord Harifch, Glyn, lalsarnm, foi Glyn Njmph 
H C—1019 

Class 135 .—Wdsh Heifers, born on or between December 1, 1923, and 
June 30, 1924 

1038 L (216)—O 1 Hi (dii s Bodelwa ly Cioes, Anglesey for Bodelwa Bella, born Jan 7, 
1924, s Penmynydd Caswallon 2002, d Bodelwa Nora 2nd 6011 by Bodelwa Volunteer 
1273 

1044 II (210) — T C Minoirio, Hiulfryn Home larm Abemoch, for Glanflraw Martha , 
born leb 18 1924 bred by I D \i illiims Tyddyu Hwidd, Anglesey, a Taliesin 1778, 
d Mirtha oi Penrhjn 288S ly Madr>n C iwr 488 

1040 in (26)— s H Jlnks, Pilsdon Minor Bridport, for Pilsdon Beruiee, bom Dee 22, 
1921, « Mtnai King 2200, d 1 irlys 30-J ty Nanhoron President 604 

1049 IV (24)— MaJoi John (harlis Wynm Ijmh, Voelas, Bettws y coed, for Voelas 
Zoe, bora Maieli 21 19-4, a Bias y bryn Cliampion 1744, d Voelas Rowan 8906 by 
Stamp of Pemhyn 1112 

1047 V (23 )— Loi i> stami y of AlM'RI j<y, Penrhos, Holyhead, for Penrhoi Eirwen, bora 
Tutu 7, 1924 , • Owain Gl>ndwr 2046 d Penrhos Menora 4643 by Cadwoladr 1293. 

1042 R N — D R Lloyd, Il>sle\v, Gaerwcn, Anglesey, for Llyilew Martha 2 nd . 

H.C—1036 


1 Champion Prise of 15 gh en by the Welsh Black C ittle Society foi the best Cow or Heifer 
In Classes 132 to l j6 w 

J Prizes given by the Welsh Black Cattle Society. 
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Glass 186. —Welsh Heifers, bom on or after July 1, 1924. 

1050 L (£15.)—Major John Charles Wynne 1 in oh, Voelas, Bettws-y-Coed. for Voelas 
Tsolde, bom Aug 21, i. Plasbryn Champion 1744, d Voelas Uwchaled 6622 by Admiral 
1144 

1053 IL (£10.)— S H Jenks, Pilsdon Manor, Bridport, for Pilsdon Brenda, bom Dec 24, 
# Trusty of Penrhyn 2372, d Tyddyn Mwymg 6110 by Bachellyn Haig 1847. 

1060 IIL (£5.)—Major John Charles Wynne-! inch, for Voelas Yitrad, bom Aug 17, 
$ Voelas Viceroy 2381, d Voelas Violet 6430 by Admiral 1144 

1054 IV. (£4.) —Mibs Euroain Lort, Castlemal, Carnarvon, for Castlemai Dusky, bom July 4 , 
g Castlemai Nelson 2430, d Castlemai Menai Lodes by Cambria Blodgom 1206. 

H. C.—1056 

Class 187. —Welsh Cows or Heifers ( in-milk), any age, whose milk yield has been 
officially recorded and checkedJ 

1002 L (£15, ft Champion.*)— Lord Penrhyn, Penrhyn Castle, Bangor, for Hester 3rd of 
Penrhyn 2311, bom June 11,1014, calved May 29, 1625; « Madryn Cawr 488, d Votlas 
Hester 1242 by Liflonydd 417 

002 XL (£10.)— J Crosland Graham, Clwyd Hall, Buthin, for Bodnda Janet 4600, bom 
March 10, 1020, calved Dec 5, 1924, bred by Hugh Williams, Bodrida, Gaerwcn, «. 
Cynedda Gwynedd 1041, d Watn Janet 8144 by Waen Mascot 671 

1000 IIL (£5.)—Norman L Moon, Llandrillo, Merionctlishire, for Elen Gwynedd 3451, born 
Oct 15,1918, calved Oct 19, 1924, bre 1 by Misb Jones, Gwredog, Khosgoch, Anglesey ; 
e Cynedda Gwynedd 1041, d. Llspeth Gwynedd 1345 by Cwyfan Bob 76. 

Longhorns. 

Class 188. —Longhorn Bulls, bom in or before 1923. 

1061 I (£16.)—Lord Doverpale, Westwood Park, Droltwich, for Arbnry Alexander 851, 
dark brindle, bom Feb 12, 1621, bred by Mr Trancls Newdegate, K CMG , Arbury, 
Nuneaton, g Arbury Lieutenant 2nd 722, d Arbury Abronla by Arbiny King 568 

1062 n. (£10.)—PH* L\ors of the laie William Hanson Salk, Arden Hill, Artherstone, 
for Arden Wamor 80b, brmdle and whit*, bom Oct 7, 1920, bred by the late W. H 
bale, s Whitacre Warrior 800, d Waterloo 18th by btowe Marmlon 709 

1063 m. (£5.) —W E Swivni rton. Manor House, Over Wh’tacrc, Birmingham, for Stmohall 
Conquest 879, ltd brindle and white, born March 14,1923 ; e Whitacre Conqueror 844, d 
Stivichall Glad Eyes by Listacll Evens 664 

1064 R. N—Bebikam Worrall, Steeple Aston, Oxford, for Whitacre Punch. 

Class 189.— Longhorn Bulls, bom in 1924. 

1005 L (£15.) —J W. Swinnerton-Westov, Over "Whitacre House. Birmingham, for Arden 
Select, brindle and white, bora March 3, bred by the late William Hanson bale, Arden 
Hill, Atherstone; s Arden Warrior 806, d Croft Sunlight (Vol 10, p 25) by Poles 
Walter 687 

Class 140.— Longhorn Cows or Heifers (m-mill), bom in or before 1922. 

1006 I. (£15.)—Lord Dqvkrdali, Westwood Park, Droltwich, for Putley Brilliant (Vol 10 
p 21). dark brindle and white, bom Dec 9,1915, calved May 20, 1916, bred by J L and, 
A BiJty, Putlcv, Ledbury , t> Poles Czar 685, d Putley Beauty by Putley Triumph 549 

1068 n. (£10 )--ALi-rfd WHbeli . Chippinghurst, Cuddcsdon, Oxford, for Lady Violet of 
Kent (Vol 11, p 22), brmdle and wliitc, bom April 8,1918, calved June 22,1925, bred by 
U B Parsons Eastwcll, Ashford, Bent, g Admiral 632, d. Violet of Dersingham by 
King of Eastvcll 736 

1067 in. (£6 .)—Thl Lxors oi THE LATE William Hanson Sale, Arden Hill, Atherstone, for 
Lady Woodbine of Kent (Vol 12, p 22), brindle and white, bom July 4, 1919, calved 
June 17, 1025, bred by the late W. H bale ; g Duke of Kent 771, d Lady Waterloo 2nd 
of Kent by Eastwell Eagle 500 

1069 R. N.—-Alfred Wheeler, for Pntley Edith 4th. 

Class 141. —Longhorn Heifers, bom in 1923 or 1924.* 

1074 I. (£15.) —J W. b winnerion-Wlsto v, Over Whitacre House, Birmingham, for Sunnse 
of Chippinghurst (Vol 13, p 27), red and white, bora Jan. 13, 1923, bred by Allred 
Wheeler, Chippinghurst Manor, Oxfordshire, «. Chippinghurst Cricket 811, d. bunrlse of 
btudley by Lastwell Energy 732 

1072 IL (£10.) —Lord Doverdale, Westwood Park, Droltwich, for Westwood Kathleen (Vol 
13, p 31), dark brindle and white, bom May 9, 1923; t. Arbury Alexander 851, d. Putley 
Phyllis (Vol 2, p 23) 

1075 DI. (£5.) —Alfred Wheeler, Chippinghurst, Cuddesdon, Oxford, for Bpioe of Chipping¬ 
hurst (Vol 13, p 26), red brindle and white, bom Jan 16,1923 , i Chippinghurst Great- 
heart 812, d busan of btudley by Eastwell Evens 664 

1076 R. H.—Bertram Worrall, Steeple Aston, Oxford, for Freda of Riwh>m 
H. 0.—1073 

1 Pnzes given by the Welsh Black Cattle Society. 

• Silscr Salver gntn by the Welsh Black Cattlo Society for the Thst Pnre animal in Class 

IS? 

•Prizes gisen by the Longhorn Cattle Society 
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Aberdeen-Angus. 

Glass 142.— Aberdeen-Angus Bulls, bom on or before November 30, 1922 
1078 I. (£15, Champion, 1 * Champion, 3 ft R. N. for Champion.*)—W illiam T Elqbt, Corps- 
landing, Oranbwiek, Ea^t \orks, for Oeordie of Goodwood 48285, horn fob 5, 1920, 
bred by the Duke of Richmond and Gordon, K. G , Goodwood, s BKckfriar of Bywell 
40870, d Rose Mirv of Goodwood 59032 by Binedict of Wicktn 34077 
1077 n. (£10 .)—Viscount Allendale , Dilston, Corbndg* -on Tyne, for Electricity of Bywell 
52HI, born Tan 12, 1922 , * Exbert 45895, d Lllana 59159 by Pride's Reviver *1660 
1080 m. (£5 )—Lord Penrhyn, Wicken Para, Stony Stratford, for Wioken Idiom 51697, 
born 1 1 b 7,1921, « 1 uno of BalllndaUoch 39879, d Ideal Prido of Wicken 8th 60907 by 
Wicken Red use 37110 

1083 IV (£4)—In* Duke of Bichmond and Gordon, K G, Goodwood, Chichester, for 
Penon of Goodwood 51195, born Dee 18,1920 , « Ufarcombe of Goodwood 45573, d. 
Ruth of Haynes 6th 43912 by Gay Boy of Danesfleld 21967. 

Glass 143 .—Aberdeen Angus Bulls, bom on or between December 1, 1922, and 
November 30, 1923. 

1092 I. (£15, R. N for Champion, 1 R. N for Champion, 1 ft R. N. for Champion *)—PhTi r 1> 
Robertson, Costlccraig, Nigg, Ross Blure.foi Jupiter of Castlecraig 55161, bom April 12, 
192T , * Lverest of Bleatow 45802, d Joan of Castlcciaig 57121 by Watchman of Ballin 
dall(K h 17101 

1088 n. (£10 .)—Sir Leonard Brassey, Bart, MP, Apcthorpe, Peterborough, for Black 
Jester 54062, bora Dec 10, 1922 , « Black Knight of Auchterarder 45102, d Joanna of 
Apetliorpe 60478 by Ldipso of Ballindallorh 41260 
108b m (£5 .)—Visioum Allendale, Dilston, Corbndge on Tyne, for Gerald of Bywell 
54929, bom The 19 1922 , s Placeman of Bywell 48920, d Grace of Auchterarder 63007 
ly Romeo of Ballmdalloeh 29941 

Class 144.— Aberdeen-Angus Bulls, bom on or between December 1, 1923, and 
November 30, 1924. 

1104 I (£15)—1H Nm C VlNMNO, Willi It, llicknoller, Taumon, for Vioeroy of Willett 
58180, torn Mirchl5, 1924 ,8 Lnvoy of Gandacraig, 52463, d Velvet of By well 01612 by 
1*10 ul Gunge >8 >95 

1094 II (£10)—Viscount Allendalf, Dilston, Corbndge-on Tyne nr Grandee of Bywell 
57159, born Tin 4,1924 , $ 1 lectricity of Bywell 52341, d Grace of Auehterarder 53007 
by Romeo of Bollindollocli 29941 

1101 HI (£5 )—John MiGRrooR Petrif, Aslcid, Niw Deer, Ab< rdeenshire, for El Bonunmo 
50021, born Mirch 29, 1924 , 8 Boxer of Balllndalloeh 47409, d Eveaphora 65554 by 
Lirl 1 mris of Balllndalloeh 39254 

1103 IV. (£4)—r Haiold Turnbull, Lower Houso Tarm, Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for 
Ethos of Morhch 5b885, bom Tcb 5, 1924, bred by George Cran, Morlieh , « Lssenee of 
Bl< iton 45779 d Lthic of Morhch 64 106 by 1 clipse 2nd of Morlieh 39277 
109 i V (£3.)— H R H I he Princi of Wali s, K G , Believer 1 arm, Princetown, Devon, for 
Hayston Bright Eclipse 57194, bora Doc L5,192 j, brid by JamesWhvte, Hayston, Ulamis; 
8 1 elipso of Milford 52203, d Beauty 106th of Hayston 68468 by Perinthian 44320. 

Class 145.— Aberdeen-Angus Cow or Hetfers {tn-milk), bom on or befoie 
November 30, 1922. 

1107 I. (£15, Champion, 3 ft Champion 4 )—T J Ckidlan, Milsemore Park, Gloucester, for 
Eve 3rd of Mauemore 04328, born Miy 20, 1919, calved Dec 2,1024 , s Idyll of Maise- 
mori 10219, d Rvo of Malsemore 52161 by Brave Bnton of Muscinorc 30218 

1108 n. (£10 .)—John McGiugor Petrie, Aslcid, New Door, Aberdeenshire, for Evaboxa 
72547, born Jan 29, 1922, e lived Du 0, 1924, 8 Boxei of Ballmdalloeh 47409, d. 
E\aphoii 6 j554 by lari 1 auras of Billlndalloch 992u4 

1109 m. (£5 .)—Chari as Iuomas Scoir, Bucklind Manor, Broadway, Worcs, for idlnm^ 
2nd of Buckland 72814 born Dec 2, 1921, calved Dec 0, 1924 , 8 Etruman of Bleaton 
41498, d Lllurna 3rd 42443 by Luthahto 21896. 

H. C.—1112 

Glass 148 .—Aberdeen Angus Hetfers, bom on or between December 1, 1922, 
and November 30, 1923. 

1115 L (£15.)—J J Cridlan, Malsemore Park, Gloucester, for Pride of Maisemore 25th 
73707, bora Dec 28,1922 , 8 George R of Balllndalloeh 30611, d Pride of Mauemore 21st 
69157 by Lverjilt of Maiscmoie 45868 

1 Perpetual Silver Challenge Trophy, 'value One Hundred Guineas, given through the Aber¬ 

deen Angus Cattle Society, lor the bist Bull In Glasses 142 to 144 

3 Champion Gold Medal given by the 1 ngllsli Aberdeen Angus Cattle Association for the 
best animal of the opposite sex to that ol the animal awarded the Champion Gold Medal of 
the Aberdeen Angus Cattle Society in Classes 142 to 147 

3 Champion Gold Medal given by the Aberdeen Angus Cattle Society for the best animal 
in Classes 142 to 147. 

4 Silver M< dal given by the Argentine Aberdeen Angus Association, for the beat animal, 
bred by .Exhibitor, in Classes 142 to 147 


O 
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1117 XI (€10)— Charles Doxford, Old Burdon, New Seaham 8 O, Co Durham, for virtue 
of Bywell 7830 3, born March 10,1023, bred by Viscount Allendale, Dilston Hall, Corbi Idge- 
on Tjrne, t Placeman of By well 48920, d Vita of Bywell 53639 by Juan Eric 30783 

1120 m (€5 )—Major J A Morrison, DSO, Basildon Park, Goring, Reading, for Queen 
4th of Basildon 74719, born May 13, 1923, « Baron Lros of Bleaton 47225, d Queen 
Alexandra 5o835 by Gardafui of Balllndalloch 29056 

1118 IV (€4)— William £ Elget, Corps landing, Granswlck, Last Yorks, for Emily of 
Corpslanding 73943, born Deo 1,1922, t Geordie of Goodwood 4828o, d Heme of Corps 
landing 66932 by Prince Toreador 44465 

Class 147. —Aberdeen Angus Heifers, bom on or betiveen December l f 1923, 
and November 30, 1924 

1130 I (€15 )— Major J A Morrison, D fe O , Basildon Park, Goring, Beading, for Elite 
End of Basildon 76930, born Jan 26, 1924 , s Baron Lros of Bleaton 4722a, a Lvilerio 
58364 by Junior Lnc 34725 

1129 n (€10 )—Major J A Morrison, D S O , for Beryl 2nd of Basildon 76927 bom March 6 , 
1924, » Prince Francis 51322, d Barteiing Maid 68704 by Watchman of Balllndalloch 
37101 

1127 m (€5 )—The Earl of Mexborough, Methley Park I eeds for Methley Mida 76906, 
born Jan 25, 1924, t Basque of Doouholm 61781, d Molly Milo 10 3rd of Ntwlands 
69285 by Jaunty i rio 43880 

1123 IV (€4)—VmcouNT Allendale, lston Corbndgr on lynr for Elvira of Bywell 
76000, bom Dtc 17, 1923 , t Llectr. uwy of B> well 5-*ll d Liven i of By a ell 2nd 63883 
by Llllcott 41313 

1126 V (€3)—William T Elgey Corpslandmg Cr inswick, Last 1 orks, for Erica 3rd of 
Corptlanding 762-5 born Dec 3 19-3 $ Geordie uf Goodwood 48-85, d Dalvcj Lnca 

Lnd 48929 by Benin of Balllndalloch 24149 
Cup 1 —J J Cridlan, Malsomoro Park, Gloucester 

Dun and Belted Galloways. 

Class 148 .—Dun OdUoway Bulls , bom on or before November 30, 1924 * 

1135 I (€16)— £hi Marquis of Bute KT , Dumfms House Old Cumnock, Ayrshire, for 
Ochiltree Challenger ofGmngrew 14D bom Nov -0, 1J21, s Mochium Hawker 11D, d . 
Ochiltree Maysie of Grimgiew 10 jD 

Class 150 .—Belled Gallon ay Bulls , bom on or before November 30, 1924* 

1139 I (€15)— James Douglas Brown, Knockbrex Kirkcudbright for Knookbrex Pollux 
49B born Teh 22, 1021, i Knockbie\ Viking oOB, d Knockbrex Iansy 163B by Bore 
land Champion 21B. 

Class 151 .—Belted Galloway Cows or Heifers (in milk), bom on or before 
November 30, 1922 

1143 I (€15)—James Douglas Brown kn>ckbrtx Kirkcudbright for Knockbrex Lady 
Belinda, 175B, bom Aug 19 1920 cal\ed April 10 102 >, s Knockbrex Viking 50B, d 
Knockbrex Lmprcss 172B by Knockl rex rirat Choke 4GB 

1147 II (€10 )—Sir Ian Hamiiton, Lullcndcu 1 irm, Last Grinsteal for Allington Dandehon 
118BD, bom in 1018, c lvod Oct 22, 19-4, bred by James Brown, Knockbrex, Kiikcud 
bright, a Knockbrex Certainty 44 B 

1149 III (€5)— James Westoll, Jun , Gllngerbank, Longtown Cumberland, for Mark 
Dally 2O0B, bora May 8 , 1918, calved Jan 14,1925, bn d by Major M Calmont Ireland 

1144 R H — Major Ian Bullough, Drury Lane Farm, Rcdmarley, Newent, for Eastmgton 
Purse. 


Galloways. 

Class 152.— Galloway Bulls , bom on or before November 30, 1924. 

1153 I (€15)— D and J I ittlk, Wliitehill, (orrie, Lockeible, for Punch of Dalwyne 13727» 
bora leb 1, 1918, bred by John Blackky Lochfltld, Dumfries , 8 Ideal of Ihornlchlll 
12342 d Jasmine 22794 by Mitthcw Mirk 10726 

1151 n (€10)— Sir Robirp W Buchanan Tardine Bart, Castle Milk Tockorble, for 
Warbond 2nd of Comehalls 14837, born March 16,1921, bred by D and J Little, WhltehUl, 
t orrie, Dumfriesshire, t Kennedy of Klllearn 14106, d Nettie 3rd of Comehalls 25993 by 
Matthew Mark 10726 

1152 in (€5) — Robert Graham, Chipcl of Logan Half Morton Canonbie, for Jovial of 
Barnsoul 15593, bora March 8 1924, bred by the 1 xors of the laic Hubert Haggas, 
Larnsoul, Sliawheid, Dumfries, 8 Random 14390, d Lila 3rd of btcpfoid 26723 by 
Jovial of Blaekcombe 11716 

1 bilvcr Challenge Cup \alue £25, given through tho I ngllsh Aberdeen Angus Cattle 
Association foi the most points iwardcd in a combination of entries in Clisses 142 to 147, 
on the basis of 1 our points for a 1 lrst Prize, three points for a S( cond Puze, two points 
for a Third Pilze, one point for a Reserve, two points lor a Championship, and one point for a 
Reserve for a Championship 

‘Prizes given by the Dun and Belted Galloway Cattle Breeders' Association 
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Glass 158 .—Galloway Cows or Heifers (in milk), bom on or before 
November 30, 1922. 

1165 L (£16)—Robert Graham, Chapel of Logan, Half Horton, Canonble, for Kay Queen of 
Logan 28081, born Feb 27 1021 calved Jan 20, 1026 , $ Quibbltr 14051, d May Queen 
Ira of B1 itkcombe 23302 l y Macdoug ill 3rd of Ashland 0220 

1164)11 (£10)—Sir Kobfri W Buchanan Jardinl, Bart , Castle Milk, Lockerbie, for 
Dahlia 2nd of Caitle Milk 27010 born 1 tb 6, 1020, calved Dec 8 , 1024 , * Norroy 2nd 
of Castle Milk 11777, d Dahlia of Castlo Milk 22048 by Borou 10033 
1157 in (£5 )—Tohn bcoiT, Drumhumphry, b Dalbeattie, for Drumhumphry Cowslip 82nd 
28276, born 1 eb 15 1121 c lived Jan 20 1Q«>, t Cashier of iarbreoch 13420, d Cowslip 
20th of Drumhimiphry 2 jo94 ty Hopewell of Morrlngton 11033 

1166 R N —Robert Jardinb Paterson, Balgray Homo larm, Lockerbie, for Joan 6 th of 
SoroggiehalL 

Class 154 .—Galloway Heifers , bom on or between December 1,1922, and 
November 30, 1923 

1161 I (£16)—I ady Dorothy Hfnlia, Askuton C istle, Brampton, Cumberland, for 
Zellah of Askerton 20116, bor J in 14, 1023 , $ Punch of Dalwyne 12727, d Tloruelle 
of Gralgneston 23637 by Cuthbcrt 2nd 11606 

1162 n (£10 )—D and J Littj l Whitehill, Corrle, Lockerbie, for Grand Dora 4th 20175, 
born May 16 1023 , 8 War Bond 2nd of Corrlehalls 14837, d Grand Lady 2nd 22080 by 
Miscot 10820 

1163 HI (£6 )—KoarUT Jardinb Tatirson, Balgray Homo I arm Lockerbie for Qoeen of 
Stepford 28952, born April 5, 1323, bred by David Brown, Stepfoid Dumfries , s Yard¬ 
stick of Auchengassel 14774, d Lsraee 4th of Stepford 22256 by Norroy of (astle Milk 
11284 

1160 R N —Lady Dorothy Hfnley, fjr Annie 10th of Askerton. 

Glass 155 .—Galloway Heifers, bom on or between December 1,1923, and 
November 30, 1924 1 

1166 I (£16)—Robert Graham, Chapi 1 of I ogan Half Morton, Canonble, for Logan Lady 
14th 20713, born March 1,1024 ; $ Horace of Killcam 14420, d Logan Lady 6 th 26460 by 
Owen of Barlae 12408 

1168 H (£10 )—John Soott, Drumhumphry ty Dilbeattie, for Drnmhumphry Charm 20052, 
boin Mirch 2 , 1924, t Barlac Renown 14866, d Drumhumplr Gertie 4th 27186 by 
t ishier of Taibreoch 13420 

1167 in (£ 6 )—D and r Lirnr Whitehill, Curb, Iockerbie, for Nettie 16th of WhitehUl 
20812 born I c b 25 1024, s Inverness Heir la033, d Nettie 3rd 22087 of Corrlehalls by 
Mattlitw Mirk 107^6 

1165 R N —Sir Robert W Buchanan Jardinb, Bart , Castle Milk, Lockerbie, for Doms 
3rd of Castle Milk. 

Park Cattle. 

Class 156 .—Park Polled or Homed Bulls, bom m or before 1924. 

1160 I (£15)—Iit> Duke of Bedford, KG, Woburn Abbey Woburn, Bletchley, for 
Woburn Matthias 2nd, born April 26, 1023, * laygate Matthias 71, d Woburn 
Buckingham 11th 490 by Woburn Perfection 83 
1176 n (£10 )—John H Sitlfy, Theydon Gro\o f Epplng, for Woburn Matthias 1. bom 
April 5, 102 3, bred by Mu Duke of Bedford, K G , Woburn Abbey , t Iaygate Matthias 
71 d Woburn Buckingham 13th 492 

1176 in (£ 6 )—Mrs Lancastlr, Home I arm, K el marsh, Northampton, for St Osyth Bard, 
born Dee 15 1923, Ire 1 by Brig Gen K Kincaid Smith St Osyth’s Priory, Clacton on- 
Sea, b Rex 133, d Tichen 578 by Northrepp Wood wick 55 
1172 R N—Hj-nr\ J Cator, Ranworth Hall, Norwich, for Ran worth Regal. 

H C—1170 

Class 157 .—Park Polled or Homed Cows or Heifers (in mill), bom m or 
before 1922 

1184 X. (£15)—Major Q E Gurney, Bawdeswill Hall, Norfolk, for Bawdeswell Sportive 
746, born Feb 28 1021 calved Jan 15,1025, bred bj Mrs R Gurney, Northrepps Hall, 
Norwich, 8 Bawdeswell Briton 41, d Northrepps Spot 284 
1181 n (£10)—I ord Dinfvor, Dynevor Castle, J inirallo, Carmarthenshire, for Dynevor 
Evelyn 410, born July 12, 1019, calved April 8,1025, » Djnevor Da\id 5, d Dynevor 
Nest 60 by Borderer 

1180 m (£5 )—John Cator, Woodbastwick Hall Norwich, for Woodbastwick Blaok Gown 
802, boro Mirch 27, 1022, calved Jan 31, 1925; 8 Bawdeswell Plevna 43, d Wood¬ 
bastwick Blackmail 2nd 352 by Woodbastwick Stoktsby 2nd 
1186 IV (£4 )—Brio Gfn K Kincaid Smith, St Osyth’s Priory, Clacton on Sea. for 
Jasper 3rd 610, born April 11,1019, calved May 16,1925 bred by John Cator, Woodbast- 
wick Hall, Noivlch, 8 Woodbastwick Cumberland 2nd 63, d Woodbastwick Jasper 370 
1178 V (£3 )—The Duke of Bedford K G Woburn Abl ey, foi Woburn Buckingham 16th 
706, born March 24, 1921, calved March 24,1025, » Woburn Perfection 33, a Woburn 
Buckingham 3rd 158 by No 1 Chart!ey Bull 
1188 B H —J C Tabor, Giffords Hall, Stoke by Nayland, Suffolk, for Pegtop 6 th. 

H. C.—1177, 1182 0 —1185 ___% 

1 Prizes given by the Galloway Cattle Society. 
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Dairy Shorthorns. 

Class 168 .—Dairy Shorthorn Bufl% bom xn or before 1922 

1100 I (815, & Champion l ) —The 1 arl op Bessborough, Bessborough, Plltown, Co 
Kilkenny, for Bessborough Poloxuui 140050, roan, bom Nov 10, 1017, » Bessborough 
Nestor 135121, d Bessborough Blonde 15th by Kcir Goldflnder 00240 

1102 n (810, & R N for Champion ‘)—I ted T 1 ism r, 1 ( o Tarm Piuknoys Green, Maiden¬ 
head foi Kelmscott Imperialist 71st 18200b light roan bom May 13,1022, bred by R W 
Hobbs and bons, Kelmscott, Lecliladc , b Creme de Menthe 119633, d Primula 121st by 
Royal Hampton 11th 00908 

1101 in (85 )— Mark I enwick, Abbotswood Stow on the Wold for FoxhiU Royal Pearl 
180901 roan, bom May 25 1922, bied by Captain the lit lion J A FitzRoy, MP , 
FoxhiU West Haddon, Rugby, s 1 oxhill Prince Pearl 1633o0, d Royal Charlotte 3rd 
by lialeigh 144713 

1194 IV. (84 )— Captain the Rt Hon E A FrrzRoY, M P , Tor Hill, West Haddon, Rugby, 
for PoxhiU Caryl 17r02, roan, bom Sept 22,1921, t John Wild Lyes 149016, d Clifford 
Lady Carl by Knight 131802 

1109 V (83 )—I irut -Col W M Pryor, D S O , Lannock Manor, Weston, Stevenage, Herts 
for Lannock Hero 17*240, red and httle white, bom May 2,1921, s Crftme de Menthe 
119683, d 13ctty 24th by Cranford Regulitor 119677 

1106 R N— 1 H Healing, Chapel 1 a Walton Cardiff, Tcwkesburj,for Lock Dairyman 
H. C —1189, 1103, 1203 C - iid5, 1198 


Class 159. —Dairtf Shat thorn Bulls, bom in 1923 
1220 I (815)—J M Sti ickland, Bolne'so Cattenck for Bamesse Lord Broadhooks 0th 
186866 wlute, born July 11, 8 Bamesse Lord Ramsden 168660, d Brandsby s Lady 
Broadhooks 5th by Broadhooks btar 129947 
1211 n (810 )—Aiscourt Imldixg, Newnliain Paddox, Rugby, for FoxhiU Tenuria Boy 
139839, white, born Aug 19, bred by Captain the Rt Hon E A FitzRoy, M P , Fox 
Hill, West Haddon, s Foxhill Caryl 171702, d Orsctt lclluria 2nd by Beaconsfleld 
Laburnham 114234 

1223 HI (86)—J I’irkpont Morgan, Wall Hill, Aldenlmm Watford, for Bnckswood 
Fnsiher 187950, roan, bom May 20, brtd ty Miss N Marsl ind, (harlwood Park, Surrey , 
8 Hibton Baron Teo 164070, a 972 Miss I oggathorpe 12th by Barrington Chief 134987 
1232 IV. (84)— Robert N 1or\, Anderson, Blandford, for Anderson Champion Bates 
186667, dark roan bom Oct 30 , t Kelmscott Conjuror 3rd 137269, d Damory Kirk- 
levington 6tli by IMnce of Pearls 10°408 

1216 V v£3 )—Major R F Iullrr, Great Chalfleld, Mrlksham, Wilts, for Chalfleld Straw¬ 
berry’s Nottingham 188328 roan bom Juno 5 , s Grendon Grecnlcaf Nottingham 163776, d 
Chalfleld Strive berry by Baron lee 21st 118840 
1226 R N —3 tjstaci- Abki bMrrn, 3 onghills, 3Jncoln, for Sorbrook Summertime 
1230, 1379, 1417 R N for Cup a —I H Thornton, XingBthorpe Hall, Northampton, for 
Grendon Blanco, Kingsthorpe Fairy Duchess 2nd and Kingsthorpe Rose Grey. 

H. C.— 1209, 1210, 1222, 1228, 1230 0.— 1213, 1221, 1L34, 1236 


Class 160.— Dairy Shorthorn Bulls, bom on or between January 1 and 
March 31, 1924 

3 254 I (815)—E W Morley, Biddestone Manor, Chippenham, for Biddestone Pirate, roan 
bom Jan 19, s 3?reshuto Bandit 151128, d Cockerham Purity (Vol 61, p 933) by 
Spency Beau 117836 

1256 II (810)—J M Strickland, Bainesse, Catterick, for Bamesse Lord Broadhooks, red, 
bom Jan 9 ,8 Bainesse Royal Primrose 3rd 177983, d Branelsby's Lady Broadhooks 6th 
(Vol 65, p 1130) by Welcome Gueet 140083 

1241 HI (85)—A Broomt A Sons, Preston Brook, Warrington, for Kingsthorpe Raspberry 
Duke, light roan, born Ftb 28, bred by F H Ihomton, Kingsthorpe Hall Northampton, 
8 Kingsthorpe 1 airy Duke 164556, a Kingsthorpe Raspberry 4th (Vol 64, p 832) by 
Somerford Pilot 128276 

1247 IV (84)—A Ross Fielding, The Leasowes, Hilderstone. Stone, Staffs, for Recorder, 
dark roan bom Jan 1, bred by Christopher Dobson, Ix>w bizergh, Hels ngton Kendal, 
8 Merryman’s Recorder 183103, d Snowball (Vol 64, p 1023) by Carbon 114597 

1249 V (88 )—Major R F Fuller, Great Chalfleld, Melksham, WUte, for Wicklesham Lord 
Nottingham, roan born Teb 27, bred by Captain T Allen Stevens, Wicklesham Lodge, 
1 anngdon, Berks , t Thomby Pioneer 133922, d Nottingham Heiress (Vol 64, p 1075) 
by Heirloom 120692 

1250 R N —R W Hobbs <t Sons, Ltd , Kelmscott, Lechlade, for Kelmscott Conjuror 88th 

1250 tJA 21 » 1368 W Hobbs & Sons, Ltd , for Kelmscott Conjuror 88th, Orange 

62nd and Melody 47th. 

H. 0.—1245, 1252 C—1239, 1242 

1 Champion Prise of £10 given by the Dairy Shorthorn Association, for the best BuU in 
Classes 158 to 162 

1 BUver Challenge Cup, value 100 Guineas, given through the Dairy Sliorthom Association, 
for the best group of one Bull and two Cows or Heifers in Classes 158 to 166 Two at least 
of the animals must havo been bred by the Exhibitor 
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Class 161 .—Dairy Shorthorn Butts, bom on or between April 1 and 
June 30, 1924 1 

1206 I. (S15 )—Viscount Feuding, Kewnham Paddo\, Rugby, for Streetaiton Odd Femes 
2nd, loan, born May 24 , t Colescombe Graceful Lad 154898, d Rose of Gold (Vol 62, 
p 1915) by Goth of Gold llOoll 

1270 n (£10 )—ALFRm Falmtr, Wokefleld Park, Mortimer, Berk*, for Wokefidd Custodian, 
roan, bon) May 27 , a Kelmscott Conjuror 60tb 181980, d 28406 Wokefleld Charmer bu 
Wokefleld Rex 152117 

1271 m (S5 )—R Hollington, Chequer* Mi id, Potters Bar, for Look Pnnce 4th. white, 
born June 26, bred by Pllico Trra Lock, Pirtridge Green, Sussex, a Proud Victor 
15127), d Bcssborough 1 ondntss 17th (Vol 64, p 72 i) by Kilshane Crown Prince 120977 

1285 IV (£4)—1 iio mas Warburton, Hall Lane Tarm, Darosbury, Warrington for Beauty*! 
Frond Dairyman, dark roin, born Apnl 3 bred by W Carr, Hall Hill b irm Dnlston, 
a Carleton Diiry King 14143), d Beauty 37th (Vol 65, p 880) by Adminl 1145 47 

1259 V (S3 )— Glorgl Bickpord, Somerford Grange, Brewood, M iff*, f< r Aik ton Bntterman, 
red born April 2, bred by Mrs Bragg, A)kto» Wigton , a 1 1 am Sabre 164757, d Aikton 
Butterfly (Vol 64, p 743) by lord Abbotsford 2nd 13-002 

1275 B H— kiNasciiR] 1 arms Kingsclcie, Kewbury for Kmgselere Dolphinlee Augustin. 
H C— 1200, 1267, 1270, 1-73, 1287 C— 1-62, 1272, 1276, 1277, 1281 

Class 162 .—Daity Shat thorn Bulls, bom on or between July 1 and 
December 31, 1924. 

1290 I (S15 )— Atoert Charles Brown, The Gables, Fcmhlll Heath, Worcester, for Rush- 
court Dolphin 12th, nd roan born Aug 14, bred by Major R W Cooper, RuBh ( >urt, 
Wal mgfoid , I Colescombe Dolphin 2nd 170434, d Rainford Countess 1 awsley (Vol 64, 
p 1195) by Crcssidas Gift 110685 

1289 n (£10) — Captain Robitt B Brasset, Cottesbrooko Hall, Northampton, for Cottee- 
brooke Waterbury, roan, born Tuly 7 , * Foxlnll New Year 180898, d 10643 Cottesbrooko 
J i ly Waterloo 2nd by Barrington Duke 129506 

1301 IIL (£5.)—J Fii rpont Morgan Wall Hall, Aldenlmm, Watford, for Aldenham Lord 
Ringlet, red bom July 24 , a Aldmhim J ord Birrington 177697, d Hadnock Ringlet 
44tli (Vol 62, p 1017) by Mister Dooley 112o72 

1302 IV (£4)— Lti ut Colonll R Mostyn Owen D S O , Woodhouse Oswestry, for 
Rednal Dandy, roan, born Nov 7, a Lmgbird 164839, d 2312 «weet Birbira 11th by 
Selsmiro D«*iidy 145349 

1308 V (£3)—J M bTRiCKXVND Bamesse, Cattcrlck for Bamesse Dairyman 0th, dark roan, 
born July 14 , a Bamesse Lavender King 177975, d 19096 Ktyingliam lulip 6th by 
Grandee 115670 

1303 R N — Aldred Palmfr, Wokefleld Park, Mortimer, Berks, for Wokefleld Oswald. 

H C—1294, 1304, 1309 C—1288, 129-, 1310 

Class 168 .—Dairy Shorthorn Cows (»n milk), bom in or btfore 1918 * 

1323 I (£16, & Champion 3 ) — 1 L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton Hants, for 
6461 Princess Gwynne, white, bom April 28, 1918, calved Juno 3 1925, bred by I J and 
R Park Robinson House Cdthwaite, CarlKk , a Moresby Victory 138107, d Gwynne of 
Brackrnburgli by Duke of Cumberland 115762 

1321 n (£10 )—R W Hobbs A Isons, Ltd , Kelmscott, Lcchlade, for Orange 62nd (Vol 64, 

S 993), duk roan, bom Oct 25, 1917, cU\( d May 7, 1925 , a Crdme do Mentlie 119683, 
Orango 49th by Sir Rafe 12th 107084 

1313 m (£6)— Viscount Iliiping, Ncwuham Paddox, Rugby, for Watercrook Cowshp 
(Vol 63 p 1016), whiti bora Die 1, 1916, calvid May 20, 1925 brid by J Moitat, 
Spltal, Kendal, a Proud Prince 127480, d Cowshp 12th by Prince Gongora 81909 
1329 IV (£4) —Lieut Colonel R Mosiyn Owen, D S O , Woodliouse, Oswestry, for 
Dairymaid 3rd (Vol 01 p 784), roan born Amil 4,1914, calved Tuuo 8,10-5, bred by W 
Haugh, Walby barm, Cailislo , a Bradford Pnnce 111123, d Milkmaid by ireby bignet 
05549 

1327 V (£3)— J Pn rpont Morgan, Wall Hall Aldenlmm, Watford, for Kirklevington Lady 
2nd (Vol 64, P 1228), roin. bom April 12, 1917, calved April 30,1925 bred by R Long, 
Stondon, Beds, a Barrister 2nd 120524, d Kiiklevington Lady by Pastures General 
110889 

1338 R N — Captain Arnold S Wills, Thornby Hall, Northampton, for Thornby Fogga- 
thorpe 2nd v 

1323, 1353, 1406 Cap 4 —I L Martin, for Pnnoeii Gwynne, Stondon Premier Beauty and 
Sudborough Butterfly 2nd 

1338, 1339, 1 183 R N. for Cup *—Captain Arnold S Wills, for Thornby Foggathorpe 2nd, 
7th and 12th 

H C—1U7, 1336, 1330 C—1324, H25 


»Prizes, except Tourth and Tilth, given by the Dairy Shorthorn Association 
1 Prizes, except Fourth and lifth, given by the bhorthom boeiet> 

* Cham pirn Piize of £10 given by the bhorthom Society, for the best Cow or Heifer in 
Classes 163 to 166 A Silv r Medal is given by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the 
Champion Dairy Shorthorn Cow 

4 Silver Challenge Cup, valuo I ifty Guineas, given through the Dairy Shorthorn Association, 
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Glass 164. —Dairy Shorthorn Cows (in-milk), bom tn 1919 or 1920 
1353 I (£15, ft R N tor Champion *)—T L Martin, Ashe Warren Howie, Overton, Hants, 
for 26787 Stondon Premier Beauty* roan, born Aug 22, 1920, calved May 15,1925, bred 
by R Long Upper Stondon, Shifford, t Chaulden Premier 147864, d btondon Beauty 
2nd by Cardinal’s Robe 119339 

1360 H. (£10 )— Major b P Iatm, Broughton Orange, Banbury, for 20122 Sarbrook 
Foggathorpe, red and little wliite, bom May 15,1020, calved May 28,1925, t Proshute 
Barrington 144502, d Loobagh Tfoggathorpe 5th by I oobigh Duke 126555 
1343 m (£5)—H A Brown, Cioft House Grendon At histone for 10718 Grendon Cress, 
roan, bom May 4,1920, calved May 2,192o , t I ord Nottingham 116317* d Creeaida 42nd 
by Dairy Ingram 105184 

1355 IV (£4) —J Pirrpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Aldenhim, Watford, for 18128 Longhills 
Belle 2nd, nd and little white, bom Jan 13, 1920 calved June 1, 192o, bred by T A 
Smith, longhills, Lincoln* * Oxford Bridogroom 121914, d longlnlla Belle ly Duke of 
Darlington 115163 

1342 V (£3)—Captain Robert B Brasset, Cottesbrooke Hall, Northampton, for 930 
Foggathorpe, red* bom July 6* 1919* c lived May 18* 1925* * Wildrex 146383, d Leaaow 
loggatbome 4th by Preshute Batts 127 *50 
1348 R N —MRS L M Titz Hugh, Plas Power* Wrexham, for Rosette PriaT4th. 

H. C —1345* 1349 C —1344, 1358 

Glass 165. —Dairy Shortht » Cows (in mill), bom in 1921 

1382 I (£15)—Inf Duki of Wj sj-minster, GCVO, DSO* I iton Hall, Chester, for 
81621 Eaton Belle, roan, bom Match 22 calved May 3, 1025 , « Kenilworth True Boy 
143246 d Queen of 1 r inco by Beau 1 urbelow 01- »4 

1375 U (£10)—II P Mortimer, Klngsli y Windmill, Warrington for L5937 Princess Benedict 
17th, light roan bora July 28 calved June 6, J92 >, bred by II Jt Ion, DounUy Klgg, 
Westlinton, Carlisle , s Searehllght 150242, a Princess Benedict 14th by Oxford Duke of 
Calthwalte 01st 127221 

1372 HI (£5 )—Mat rk i and Ashton, Manton Grange, Marlborough and Scotsgrove, Thame, 
for 27468 Preshute Honey 3rd, red bora Jan SO cuh< d M irch -5 1925, tred by 0 J K 
Maurice, Manton Grange , » loekenlnm Keystone 10th l r 2013, d lieshute Honey 
by Roan Duke 12-It9 

1308 IV (£4)— R W Hobbs A Sons, Ltd , Rolnwcott, Lcchlode, for 25441 Melody 47th, 
roan, born May 3, cahed May 1, 1925 , e Crdmo do Mcnthe 119683, d Melody 33rd by 
Kelmscott Aerobit 4th 1-6217 

1370 V (£3)—P H Thornton, Klngsthorpe Hall Northampton, for 30950 Kinggthorpe 
Fairy Dnchess 2nd, red, born Oct 26, calved May 26 19 -j , s Playford Wilful Lord 
158331, d Talry Duchess 18th by Lord Crankley 2nd 112334 

1383 R N —Captain Arnold S Wills, Ihomby Hall, Northampton* for Thornby Fogga¬ 
thorpe 12th 

H. C—1361, 1370, 1380 C—1363 

Glass 166. —Dairy Shorthorn Heifers (in milk), bom in or after 1922. 

1393 I (£15)—W Haynes, Bletchington, 0\on, for 41063 Holmelacy Daisy 9th, roan, born 
Aug 15, 1922, ealved May 27, 1925, bred by M Perkins, Holme Lacy* Hereford* 9 
Lucky Man 167456, d 1 acy Dvisy 8th by Kamford C/ai 117183 
1417 H (£10 )—Jf H Thornton, Klngsthorpe Hill Northampton, for 4340> Kingstborpe 
Rose Grey, red and little white, born Mareh 25, 1922, calved June 10, 1925, $ 
Klngsthorpe lalry Duke 104556 d Rose Grej 6th by Undcrlcy Hero 32nd 134035 
1406 HI (£5)—T L martin, Ashe Wanen House, OvtrGn, Hants, for 38337 Sudborongh 
Butterfly 2nd, roan, bora May 6,1922, calved April 20,1925 bred by J Jackson, llirapston, 
s Ilethcrsett Dairyman 131453, a Kingstlioipe Butterfly 15th by Bomerford Pilot 
128276 

1391 IV (£4) —G P Golden, Eaglesfleld, Leire, Rugby, for 49141 Lady Glovdly, red roan, 
bom May 18,1923, calved June 18,1925, « Lord Leicester 9th 164968, d Lady Ivanhoe 
by Gilmorton Lad 131183 

1392 V. (£8 )—G P Golden, for 36760 Lady Doreen 9th, red and littio white, bom Oct 22, 
1922, calved April 25,1925, i Lord Leicester 9th 104968, d Lady Doreen by Gilmorton 
Lad 131183 

1409 R R —J Pierpont Morgan, Wall nail, Aldenham, Watford, for Hastoe Barrington 9th. 
H. 0—1384, 1385, 1389, 1390, 1416 C.~ 1394, 1400, 1408, 1410 

Non-Pedigree Dairy Shorthorns. 

Glass 167. —Non Pedigree Dairy Shorthorn Cows (tn milk ), bom tn or before 1919. 

1422 X (£15) —H A Brown, Croft House, Grendon, Atherstone, tor Isabelle 15164, roan, 
bom leb 18,1918, ealved Juno 11, 1925 , s Barrington SnowBtorm 2nd 124184, d by 
restive Prince 120229 

1423 IL (£10 )—H P Mortimer, Kingsley Windmill, Warrington, tor Lady Graoetol, roan, 
breeder and age unknown, calved June 21, 1925 

1 Champion Prise of £10 given by the Shorthorn Society, for the best Cow or Heifer in 
Glasses 163 to 166 A Silver Medal is given by the Shorthorn Society to the Breeder of the 
Champion Dairy Shorthorn Cow 
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Class 168.— Non-Pedigree Dairy Shorthorn Cows or Heifers (m-milk) 9 bom m 

or after 1920. 1 * * 

1424 L (£15)—H A Brown, Croft House, Grondon, Atheretone, for Peggy, red and white, 
born Muy 10,1021, c lived March 11 1025 , * Corabebank Nottingham 120310, d Isabelle 
16104 by Barrington Snowstorm 2nd 121184 


Lincolnshire Red Shorthorns. 

Class 169.— Lincolnshire lied Shorthorn Bulls, bom in or before 1922. 

1428 I (£16, & Champion ■) —Butler Smith, I lie ] lelds Cropwell Butler, Nottingham, for 
Hailaxton Balancer 17001 born April 4, 1021, bred by W A Harrison, North Lodge 
Hurl ixton, s Hortntovmian Premier 14(0 >, d Harlaxton Deeping Pride by Deeping 
Curly ( mt 2nd 1063) 

1426 II (£10, & R N for Champion *)—Rowi \nt> r Attbri t Weybridgo, Ellington, Hunt 
frudon for Eirmmgton Wey^ndre 18674 boin M trch 22 1021 bred by George Morris, 
Xirmlmton Uleety, lines, 9 11 Ulington Ascent lo487 d Pcndley Yarborough Ruby 
2nd ty Sdtlleet Marshman 49 j8 

1427 IH (£5) —Kobirt Moss Haligates Cropston, Leiecster, for Soignee Fashion 14879 
lorn Die 22 1918, bred by A Lewis, Wcstaerc, Noifolk, s Llkington Hercules 3rd 
13432 d Soignee 

1130 R N - TorpjbK Brotblrs Broughton Lodge, Broughton, Hunts, for Deepden Reality 
14th 


Class 170. —Lincolnshire Bed Shorthorn Bulls, bom in 1923 

1411 I (£16) — John Tvins C Son, Burton Lincoln for Tathwell Diophon 19868, bom 
I b 21 bred by H and A D rotteiill, J ithn til Hall I outh , t Harloxton V C 14673, 
d lath well Milker by l ttcrla Vuman 1-102 

1433 II (£10) — Butii k Smith 3he Tit Uh ( i >j u 111 ButleT, Nottingham for Cropwell Victor 
1 91 boin Apri 21, s lealby No 304 18082 d Sudbrork 195G by Bonby Seaman 
10497 

Class 171. —Lincolnshire Bed Shorthorn Bills, bo in 1924 

1437 I (£16) — Butlfr Smith Hie lulls Cropwdl 1 utler Nottingham for Cropwell Premier 
19292,1 niJan 12 s Hulnxton Bil ineu 17C03, d Bingham Violet (Vol 27, p 635) by 
Andfrl> (hpper Hl?8 

1436 II (£10)—I min Smittt fir Cropwell Balancer 19291, bom Tan 9, s Harlaxton 
Balincir 17(03 d (lopwell I ady (V ol 27, p 704) by Tlawboiough Marquis 15444 

1434 HI (£6) —H G Clarki 1 nipt View, Hinckley, for Forest Andy, bom April 12, § 
loston Arab 164-0 d \\ >kin lounst 1 th (Vol 24, p 364) by Bonby Tounst 9047 

Class 172. —Lincolnshire Bed Shorthoi n Cows or Heifers (in milk), bom in or 

before 1922. 

1438 I (£16) — John 1 vlns \ Son, Burton Ilncoln for Barton Opal 2nd, bom In March, 
1920 calved Miy 28 1925 bred by W Warbuiton btiirton, llctloul, s Tbreckingliam 
Rlngmikcr 14018 d ()] il by Hailaxton Judgment 10751 

1440 H (£10)—Bun hi Smith, Bho Iields, Cropwell Butler, Nottingham, for Cropwell Lady 
(\ol 27. p 704), born Ieb 21, 1921, cahed leb 16, 1926, « llawborough Marquis 
15444, a Jlawborough lady by troxton Ruby 60th 9803 

1442 m (£6 )— Bi ili r Smith for Saltfleet Red Rose (Vol 27 p 508), bom July 28,1919, 
calved May 2 19-5 bred by T H B lnshney Worlaby, Brlgg, t Cockerington Hailing 
ton 2nd 11437 d by i roxton Ruby 50th 9803 

1139 R N. —A Preston Jones, Mickleover House, Derbv, for Mickleover Pnma Donna. 

Class 173. —Lincolnshire Bed Shorthorn Cows or Hetfeis (m mill), bom in or 
before 192 2, showing the best milling properties * 

1448 I (£16, & Champion 4 )— John Lvens <t Son Burton, Lincoln, for Bnrton Cherry 4th 
fVol 26 p 131), born Sept 23 1917 calved June *15, 1925 , # Button Jordan 11397, 
d Burton Cherry 3rd ty Burton Tutnetby 9694 

1449 n (£10, & R N for Champion 4 )— John Lvins k Son, for ^Barton Fillpail 6th (Vol 29, 
p 144), bom in Much L918 calved Tune 18, 1925, bred by Captain W G Need, Win- 
thorpi Hall Newark, 8 Button Jordan 11397, d Burton 1 lllpail 2nd by Mr Profit 4926 

1446 IH C£6)— Chi v ms a Sons Ito, ilnton, Cambridge, for Seothern Pansy (Vol 26, 

L 304), bom Apill 27 1919, cahed May 3, 1925, bred by Itenjamin G. Bjwaer, Scothem 
mor, Lincoln, s William of H illmgton 10362, d by S ampton Ring Hal 7119 


1 Prizes given by the Dairy Shorthorn Association 

a Champion Silver Cup, value £10, given by the 1 mcolnshire Red Shorthorn Association for 
the best Bull 

a Prizes, except Tourth, given by the Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn Association 

4 Champion Silver Cup, value £10, given by the Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn Association 
for the best Female of the Dairy type. 
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Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester 1925. 

1445IV. (£4 )—Benjamin Georgs Bowser, Scothern Manor, Lincoln, for Scothern Burnet 
(Vol 20, p T08), born April 28,1018, calved May 31, 1025 , « Bcampton Quorum 11020, 
d by Scampton King 7116 

1452 R N— Lifut Colonel bra A G Weigall, KCMG, Petwood, Woodhall Spa, for 
Langford Polly 5th 

Class 174 —Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn Hetferi, bom in 1923 

1462 I (£15, ft Champion *)—Misses I M and S M Grantham, The Rookery, West Seal, 
Spiliby fir Seal Kit 12th (\ol 30, p 385), l>orn April ?0, * Anwirk Peifectlon 17241, 
d Real Kit 4th \ry Kent Rollo 6025 

1466 n (£10)— Butler Smith The Iidds, Cropwell Butler, Nottingham, for Cropwell 
Kirmington (\ ol 20, p 407), bom Teb ~8 , * Poolham Ncbo 17878, a Kirmingham Hose 
60th by bcimpton King of the Rubios 7122 

1453 in (£5)—His Majtsiy the King, Sandiingham, for Wolferton Treasure 2nd (Vol 30, 
p 251), bom March 23, * Wollerton Prince 15050, d Pendley Treasure by Croxton Ruby 
33rd 8030 

1450 IV. (£4)—C df Faravkim, Birkholme Manor, Coiby, Lines, for Beacon Hill Fatima 
(\ol 29, p 448) bom Tan 7, t Beacon Hill Dago 16802, d Beacon Hill Fanny by 
Bloxhchne Snmlo 10401 

1461 V (£3)—WmiAM Grant, Skinnnnd, Navenbj, Lincoln, for Bkinnand Columbine 3rd 
(Vol 30, p 81) bom Jin 3 , * Skinnnnd Quality 15830, d Skmnand Columbine ly 
Kirmington r\cm«Jonist 4tli 10829 

1416 R N — Hr wi ani> 1 Auimri, Wevbridgp, Tlllngton, Huntingdon, for Pnde of Weybadge 
H C—14>4, 1467 C—1455, 14o7 

Class 175. —Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn Heifers , bom t n 1924 

1460 I (£15, & R N for Champion 2 )— John 'VN Bell, Poolham Hall Horacastle, for Poolham 
Lilac, bom Apul 16 * Kirmington Ruby King 35th 15585, d Poolham Cowslip (Vol 27, 

p 358) ly Pmdl y Ind 0247 

1472 n (£10 )— William Grant Skinnand NnvenU Lincoln, for SUnnand Columbine 4th, 
bom Feb t> Skiumnd Quality 15830 d bkinnind Columbine (Vol 27, p 521) by 
Kirmington rxeurstomst 10820 

1471 m (£6 )—( in Paramcim Birkholme Minor, Corbv, lines, for Kmgwood Ruby, 
birn Mny 9, bred by C ipt 3 I Ransom, Xingwood I ami mime * Auderby Red Pole 
15112, d Pindley Duchess 3rd (\ol 25, p 40) by Scnmpton Kmg of tho Rubios 7122 

14f8 R N—nib Majfsty thi Kitg, Sandiinghim, foi wollerton Music 
H C —1475 C—1473 


Devons. 

Class 176.— Devon Bulls , born m or before 1923 
1477 L (£15, and Champion •) — Abraham Iriblb Vfc Sons, |Halsdon [Barton Holsworthy, 
North Devon for Overton Goldcoin 2nd 10216, bom May 1, 1918, bred by the late W 
Huxtftt U, Bishop s 1 awton, Bamst iple * Capton Buttcrmon 9816, d Overton Myrtle 
Lnd 2>012 by btockkigh Masterpiece 6548 

3178 II (£10)— Tarn W "N erne* , Aiereombe Bishopsnympton, Barnstaple for Holland 
Wonder 12"t2 bom J-uly 12,1023, bred by 1 ( ockrnm, Molland , t land Key Cowboy 
10050, d \ imscombe Milkmaid lBt 34686 by Putaham Good Boy 6883 

Class 177.— Devon Bulls, bom in 1924 
1481 I (£15, ft R N for Champion *)— Charles Morris, Hlghfidd Hall, St Albans and 
Bishops Lydcard for Highfleld Gem 12700, bom Jan 2, * Hlghfidd Gem 2nd 0320, 
d Noithmoor Luck 288)6 by Northmoor Monarch 7807 
1480 n (£10)— Kland Ciatworthy, Cutset, Irull, launton, for Cutsey Rupert 12035, 
born May TO, * Cutsey Larkspur 11837, d Wcstcott Ruby 20307 by Longforth Mailbag 


Class 178 .—Deicn Cows or Heifers (m milk), bom m or before 1922 

1482 I (£15, ft Champion ■)— Charles Morris, Highfleld Hall, St Albans and Bishop’s 
Lvdtaid for Hlghfidd Cherry 2nd 35224, bom Jan 30, 1022 calved Jan 12, 1925, * 
Hlghfidd Gem 2nd 0320, d Northmoor Chorry 31554 by Gotton Prince ind 8070 

3484 H (£10) -Iom Warne, Irevisqulte Manor, bt Mabyn, Cornwall, for Trevisqaite 
Favourite 33514, bom Aug 20, 1020, calved Jan 20, 3025, • Morton Model 0754, d 
Wilson iavourite 26070 by Whlmple Pimpernel 6579 

1483 in (£5)— Charlis Morris for Hlghfidd Look J4229, bora March 1, 1021, calved 
March 5,1025 , t Cra/elowman Beechnut 0620, d Northmoor Luck 28836 by Northmoor 
Monarch 7807 

1 Champion Sliver Cup, value £10, gnen by the Lincolnslilre Red bliorthom Association 
for the best remale other than Dairy type 

• Champion Prize of £10 10* gl\t n by tho Devon Cattle Breeders’ Society for the beet Bull 
In Classes 176 and 377, entered or eligible for entry in the Devon Herd Book 

• Champion Prize of £10 10* given by the Devon Cattle Breeders’ Sodcty for the best Cow 
or Heifer in Classes 178 to 181, entered or eligible for entry in the Devon Herd Book 
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Award k of Live Stock Prizes at Chester % 1925. 


Class 180.— Devon Heifers, bom %n 1923. 

1486 I (*15. & R N. for Champion ‘)—H R H Ihk Prince of Waies, K G , Homo 1 arm, 
Stoke Climsland, Cornwall for Coombeshead Cresnda 35570, born Feb 10, s Clamplt 
Nonsuch 10024, d Coombeshead Crocus 31587 by Clampit Gay Laddie 9107 

1486 II (£10)—Eland Clatworthy, Cutsoy, Jrull, launton, for Gutsey Prnde 85782, born 
June 1, s Cutscy Petr 10974, d Westcott Perfection 4th 31788 by Grozelowman Defender 

1487 HI (£5)—Charles Morris, Highfleld Hall, St Albans and Bishop’s Lydeard, for 
Highfleld Stnckey 1st 36176 bom April 6, t Highfleld Gem 2nd 9329. d Vanguard a 
Stuckey 8th 29266 by Northmoor Vanguard 7810 

Class 181.— Deton Heifers, bom in 1924 

1488 I (£16)—His M*jisiy the Xtno Ihe Eoyal 3 arms, Windsor, for Windsor Sadie 
36499 bora March 7 , a Highfleld Warrior 11917, d Windsor bum ay 31586 by Windsor 
Tamous 9522 

1489 H (£10)—(Harifs Morris, Highfleld Hall, St Albans and Bishop’s Lydeard, for 
Highfleld Cherry 3rd 37213 born Jan 1, » Highfleld Gem 2nd J329, d Northmoor Cherry 
31o >4 by Cotton Prince 2nd 8070 

1400 m (£5 )—Charles Morris, for Highfleld Fairmaid 6th 37224, bora Tan 10 , a Highfleld 
Gem 2nd 0320, d Highfleld Barmaid 5th 32174 by Bryans ton Masterpiece 8783 

1401 R N —Clidford Thorne, Rutland Villa, Mamdee, Newport, Mon, for Holton Wall¬ 
flower 2nd. 

South Devons. 

Class 182. —South Devon Bulh, bom m or before 1923 

1402 I (£15, ft Champion *)- Captain J 1 Corvton Pcntiiln Castle bt Mellion, Cornwall, 
hr Mathecombe Milkman "-4 j, born Tan 29 1917, bud ly J M Wroth Goornbe, 
HaJbeton, Plymouth, c Brownstone L iddie 4774, d Bitty 11346 by Mirafleld Paymaster 
34J1 

1496 H (£10, ft R N for Champion *)—W I Husking 3 Sons, rentongollan Merther, 
nc bus Cornwill f ir FentongoUan Apollo 8466, born Sept 5, 1319 , t Palston Kulei 
i»18 d Bit f y 93 j 2 by Ruby s Hero -7 j1 

1404 HI (£5)—biMUiL 1 viuv, Linmll Jandulph, Hitt Cornw"M for Lizton ConnoiQor 
5th 8 jJ 0, born Jan 24 191) bred by Sydney b Horton laxto LoddiswcH, Devon a 
( mncillor 1-th 48-8 d Molly 24th 1-764 by Norman 3510 

1493 R N—J P Gundi A Sons, Estover, Grownhill, Devon, for Milkman 
H C—1497 


Class 183. —South Devon Bulls, bom in 1924 

1501 I (£15)—John Waktham, Rowden Newton 1 errors Devon, foi Rowden Eustace 2nd, 
beru Tib 2b, a Iornsf nd Eustace JO-3, d lovely 20747 by Napileon 6061 

11)8 U (£10)—J I* CUNDi C Sons, Estover, Grownlnll, Devon, for Estover Sir Frederick, 
born June -4 bred by I Diggers A Sons, Plymouth, a Prawle Ilentpayer 0388, d 
Guriy 10th 1848) by (uacoinbe Sport 6)81 

1499 HI (£5)— Samuil 1 vir\ lmnell, I andulph, Hatt, Cornwall for Tinnell Eclipse, 
bora Jan 10, a Napoleon -0th 7248, d Lthel 18005 by Ofllelds Monarch 2nd 6543 

Class 184. —South Devon Cows or Heifers (m mill), bom in or before 1922 

1502 I (£16, ft Champion»)— Henry Ghaffe, Harcstone, linxton, Devon, for Wortwell 
Gladys 11th 210 )0, \ oin Tulv 2,191), ealved Dec -6, 1924 , a Widland Champion 0874, 
d Wcrswcll Glulys 4tli 1366) <jy Mtrafltld Bcyul bt ir 

l r 04 H (£10 )—W alier Hi nt, Tracey s Farm, Jierry Pomeroy, lotnes, for Milkmaid 10th 
18197, boin Aug 2,1 )1” clived March 2, lJ2o, bred by W b Hurls, Aish larm, bloke 
GibrbI, Jotnes , a Well Champion 5210, d Milkmud 5th 1269b by 1 in Trade 34)8 

1503 m (£5 )— Walter Hunt, for Milkmaid 9th 16797, bom Sept 2, 1916 calved April 13, 
1925 bred by W 8 Harris Aish Farm, Stoke Gabriel, Totnes, a Well Ghumpinn 6210 
d Milkmaid 4th 11644 by Dahlia Boro 2687 


Class 185 .—South Devon Uetfets, bom in 1923 
1506 I (£15, ft R N for Champion *)— Lord Mildmay of Iletf, Flete, 1 rmington Devon 
for Flete Countess 3rd 28889, bora July 2, i. lrehele forester 9500, d Countess 2nd 
18a-2 by Lihan s ( h impion 6016 

1508 H (£10)— Lord Mildm iy of Tlfte, for Flete Rosebud 2889), born Aug 10, a Trehelo 
1 orest< r 9500, d llttc lt<*e 2)516 by Random 7315 

1509 m (£5) — John War) ham, Bowden, Newton 1 errors, Devon, for Rowden Priseilla 
29405, born leb 5, * Daisy s Pnde 8417, d Pansy lbl62 by Pamflete Eclipse 4510 


or Heifer in Classes 178 to 181 entered or eligible for entry in the Devon Herd - Book 
1 Silver Challenge Cup value £10 10*, given by the South Devon Herd Book Society for 
the best Bull in Classes 182 and 183 * u 

• Silvoi Challenge Cup, value £10 10s, given by the South Devon Herd Book Society for 
the best Cow or Heifer in Classes 184 to 186 * 
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Class 186 .—South Devon Heifers, bom in 1924. 1 

1514 I. (£15.)— Lord Meldmay or Flete, Flete, Ermlngton Devon, for Flete Pink 3rd, bom 
Jan 10; s Treliele Forester 0500, a Flete rink 23515 by Random 7315 

1515 n. (£10.)— Lord Milpmay or Flittk, for Flete Princess, bom Jan. 1; «. Trehele Forester 
9500, d Flete Countess 25432 by General 7757. 

1512 in. (£5 .)—Samuel Every, Tinnell, Landulph, Hatt, Cornwall, for Ttanell Eureka, born 
Jan 15; s Napoleon 20th 7248, d Curley 6tli 13831 by King Lear 4426. 

1510 B. N.— Henry Chatte, Harostone, Brixton, Devon, for Harestone Gladys 15th. 


Red Polls. 

Class 187 .—Red Poll Bulls, born in or before 1922. 

1516 I. (£15, ft R. N. lor [Champion.')—His Majesty the Kino, Sandringham, for Boyal 
Crimson 11763, born Oct. 28, 1919; 8 Sudbourae Crlmbon 11222, d. 25094 Greesenholl 
Jtubina by Unique 10379. 

1526 n. (£10.)— Thomas H. feocHON, land old Tye West Hanningfleld, Chelmsford, for 
Neoton Goloonda 12757, born Jan 19, 1922, bred by R. Harvey Mason, Necton Hall, 
Saalfham ; t budbourne (Tcosui 10927, d . 22>71 Godlva by Turk 10116 

1525 IH. (£5.)—M and J. E. Parry, Tnlybryn, Bwlch S O, Broconsliire, for Usk Valley 
Foundation 12469, bom Sept 17, 19’J bied by Mrs. M Parry, Talybrvn, 13wlch; «. 
budbourne Albion 11064, d 21892 ^albourne Robuste by Acton Crowfoot 9987. 

1527 IV. (£4.)—Lord Wavrriri l, lloisley Hill, Grisford, North Wales, for Ashmoor 
Joonnd 12499, bom Jau 23, 1922, bred by A Carlyle Smith, Sutton Hall, Woodbrldgo; 
i. Ashmoor Pearson 11525, d 23386 Ashmoor Joan by Dux 9507. 

Class 188.— Red Poll Bulls, bom in 1923. 

1534 I. (£15, & Champion.*)—A Carlale Smith, Sutton lloll, Woodbudge, for Ashmoor 
Alert, born M irch 20 , s Davyson 36ird 11926, d 2o4 48 Ashmoor VI by lmperor 10410. 

1628 IL (£10.) —Liel i Colonel R O Bur, CbL.MVO, Crebhun Hall, Norwich, for 
Gresham Rustic, born June 12 ; s Basildon Royal 11882, d. 28800 Crebham Saucy Girl 
by bprowston bpaitdcua 11482. 

1535 in. (£5.)— Thomas H Souion, Tanfltld Tye, West Hanningfleld, Chelmsford, foi Bed 
Guide 13173, bora July 12, bud by Herbert Blofleld, Blllingfurd Hall, Dies, t. budbourne 
Cicero 12456, d 28097 Red Girl by Acton Loyal 10942 

1531 IV. (£4)— Viscount Iolkestonk, Longford Castle, b illsbury, for Longford Wistful 
13113, born leb 12 ; « Sudbourae Choice Goods 12455, d 29015 Longford Languish by 
Longford Mixture 11407. 

1529 B. N.—Lieui.-Colonel C. Brook, Klnmount, Annan, Dumfriesshire, foi Hinmount 
Chnker. 

H. C.—1532. C.—1530. 

Class 189. —Red Poll Bulls, bom in 1924. 

1545 I. (£15.) —A Carlyle bMiTH, Sutton Hall, Woodbndge, for Kirton Sand, born April 20, 
bred by W 1. Paul, Kirton Lodge, Ipswich; * budbourne bam 12848, d. 27041 Kir¬ 
ton Moss by bhotford 11200 

1540 n. (£10.)— Lilut-Colonel bm Merrik It Burrell, Bart , CBE. Knepp Castle, 
Horsham, for Knepp Insurance, bom April 2; «. Noeton Grenadier, d. 27063 Knepp 
Piudence by budbourne trown 10803. 

1541 HI. (£6.)— Mrs. R. M Foot, White Hill, Berkhamstcd, for White Hill Marquis, bom 
Jan 29; ». Knepp Marquis 12704, d. 28412 White Hill Molly by Sudbourae Hector 
11224 

1546 IV. (£4.)—Charley Tinker, Kllmartin, Inverness, for Kilxnartm Bed Coat 13448, bom 
Jan 30; s Crowfoots Mollyson 10843, d. 26867 Gressenhall Kathleen by Giessenhall 
Beresford 10174. 

1539 B. N. —Thomas Brown & Son, Mar ham Hall, King’s Lynn, for Marham Palmerston. 

Class 190 ,—Red Pott Cows or Heifers (in-milk), bom in or before 1922. 

1568 L (£15, ft R. N. f or Champion.*)— Walter Scrimqeour, Wis&Ut Hall, Halesworth, 
bulFolk, for 27327 Tendnng Floss 29th, boin Oct i, 1916, calvod May 1, 1925, bred by 
Sir Joshua Rowley, Bart, Tendrlng Hall, Stoke by-Nay laud, i. Rendiesliam Hector 
10658, d 22558 lloss 10th by Combatant 9of»0. 

1567 H. (£10.)— Major J. A. Morrison, 1) b O , Basildon Park, Goring, Reading, for 25965 
Sudbourae Comfit, bora Aug. 10, 1916, calved Mareli 27, 1925, bred by Kenneth M. 
Clark, Sudbourae Hall, Orford; s budbouruo Credit 10796, d 22355 budbourne Comfort 
by Sudbourae Spicy 9751. 

1560 m. (£5.) —Major J. A Morrison, L) 8 O , for 29582 Basildon Comfit, bom May 0,1921, 
calved Maich 11, 1925; «. Sudbourae Minor 11492, d. 25965 budbourne Comfit by 
Sudbourae Credit 10796. 

* Prizes given by the South Devon Herd Book Society. 

Champi o n Prize of £5 given by the Red Poll Cattle Society for the best Bull in Classes 187 to 

• Champion Prize of £5 given by the Red Poll Cattle Society for the best Cow or Heifer in 

Clauses 190 to 192. 
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1563 IV. (64) —Horst Brothxbs, Ltd., Asheldham Chase, Southmlnster, Essex, for 26050 
Hanham Sunshine, bom June 27,1917, calved June 9,1925, bred by the Earl of Stradbroke, 
Henham Hall, Suffolk, « Redgrave Royal 10350, d 22238 Pyt Viola by Dax 9567 

1573 V (£3)— Lord Wavi RTRrr, Horsley Hall, GreBford Norths ales, for 30252 Neeton Enid 
2nd. bom Sept 30 1921, c lived March 20, 1925, bred by R Harvey MaRon, Neeton 
Hall, Swaffhim, t Sudbourne Crcosus 10927, d 23005 1 na by Aviator 9996 

1570 R N — A Carlylb Smith, Sutton Hall, Woodbridge, for Ashmoor Sorceress. 

H C —1547, 1557 C —1556, 1559 

Class 191. —Red Poll Heifers, bom in 1923. 

1594 I (£15, ft Champion *)—.A Carlylb Smith, Sutton H ill Woodbridge, for 81996 Ash- 
moor Berry, bom Jan 1, s Aspall Lros Oth 11875, d 28448 Ashmoor Bertlia by Ashmoor 
Pearson 11626 

1591 n. (£10.)— Major J A Morrison, DSO,Baslldor Park, Coring, Reading, for 82055 
Basildon Wonder Pear, born Tan 23; s Basildon Orpheus 11557, d 28018 Col worth 
Wistful by Plumstead Periscope 11188 

1586 III (£5)— N A Hbiwood, (Severing Park, Wickham Market, for 12919 Model Aoonite 
2nd, bom March 15, brul by A B Longc, Pcttistne, Wlekliam Market, • Combs 
Heroic, 11912, d 26271 llonlngham Aconite 2nd by Red Petal 10008 

1596 IV. (£4)—Tord Wa\krtrie, Horsley Hall, Gresford, Noith Wales, for 83265 Sud- 
boorae Kismet, bom April 1, bred by the L\ors of the late Lord Manton bud bourne Hall, 
Orford, * Saham Shrewd Boy 11455, d 29366 Sudbourne Kiwi by Framsdon Crockford 
111 >7 

1574 V (£3)—His Ma testy the Kino, Sandringham, for 33093 Royal Rath 2nd, bom May 6; 
* 1 aaton Autocrat 11624, d 20207 Royal Rubina by Royil Victor 11453 

1595 R N.— Thomas H boonoN, lanfleld lye, West Hannlngfleld, Clielmsford, for Tanfleld 
Dora. 

H. C. —1579 a—1581, 1588 

Class 192. —Red Poll Heifers, bom in 1924. 

1599 L (£15)—J P Ai kwrioht, Hatton House, Warwick, for Hatton Famous, bom Teb 14, 
8 Ashmoor Sir Richard 11872, d 210*5 Ilatton Jable by Acton Hussar 9887 
1605 fl (£10)—IT Munro Catjtliy, Neutral 1 arm, Butlty, 1 unstall SO, Suffolk, for 
Butley Fragrance, bom Jan 26, s Royal Crimson 11763, a 30347 Royal Mavis by Royal 
Sunshine 11452 

1618 in (£5)—A Carlylb Smith, Sutton Hall, Woodbridge, for Ai joot Peeress, bom Jan. 

I, 8 Aspall Tros 6th 11875, d 22422 Ashmoor Peerless by Davyson 265th 9230 
1614 IV (£4)— Major J A Morrison, l)SO, Basildon Park, Coring, Reading, for Basildon 

Wonder Pear 2nd, bom Maich 15 , « Basildon King 12519, d 28618 Golwoith Wistful by 
PlumsU ad Periscope 11183 

1597 V (£3)—His Majisty Tint Kino, Sandringham, for Royal Primrose, bora March 16; 
s 1 iston Antociat 11624, d 25517 Christmas Rose by Boulge Kings Bounty 10710 

1612 R N—11 1 ix W Leach, Meddler Stud, Kennott, Newmarket, for Meddler HarebeD. 
H C.—1602, 1616 C —1609 


Blue Albions. 

Class 193. —Blue Albion Bulls, bom in or before 1922. 

1621 L (£16)—Lieut Coionel Wiliiam Ldward Harrison, OBE, Wychnor Park, 
Burton on liont, for Bank Champion 181, bom July 28 1921, bred by G W Axe, Loxley, 
(Jttoxeter, 8 Bank Baron 1, d Bank Marion 68 

1620 II (£10)—Pi rcy Hobson, Manor Farm, Rldgwardlne, Market Drayton, for Elton 
Monarch ^01 bom Aug 27,192 2 bred by J W Dakin, Rlton, Matlock, 8 Bank Baron 1, 
d Llton Maggie 1210 by Bank Chief 2 

1021 ED. (£5 )— Randolph Tory, Ch iris worth Manor, Blandford, for Charisworth Champion 
259, bora July 22, 1922, 8 Bank beared lie 21, d Charisworth luroworth 3338 

1622 R N—L r PorrBB & Son, Idover iDemesne, Little bomtrford, Chippenham, for 
Stanton Earl of Derby. 

Class 194. —Blue Albion BuUs\ bom m 1923.* 

1024 I (£16)—Thom49 H Caldfrbank, The Hall, Stow Mains, Chelmsford, for Broomhdl 
Threshold, bora March 31, bred by Major Gerald Johnson, D b O , Foston, Derbyshire ; 
s Mount un King 81, d BroomhiU Amber 1072 

1627 n (£10) —Arntotd Giltitt, Ridgwood, Chorley, Lancs, for Ridgwood Bine Bank, 
bom Aug 31 ,s LngUnd’s Cilory 49, d Ridgwood Bank 

1626 m (£5 )—Percy Dobson, Manor Farm, Rldgwardlne, Market Drayton, for Rldg¬ 
wardlne Chief, bom Nov 1, $ Hurdlow Champion 61, d Rldgwardlne bweetheart 6456 

1628 R N. —W E Glover, The Slirubberles, Snarestone, Burton on Trent, for Snareitone 
Court 

1 Champion Prise of £5 given by the Red Poll Cattle Society for the best Oow or Heifer 

In Classes 190 to 102. % 

B Prizes given by the Blue Albion Cattle Sooiety. 
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Class 195.— Blue Albion Bulls, bom in 1924. 1 
1030 L (£15.)—Percy Dobson, Manor Farm, Ridgwardine, Maiket Drayton, for Brad booms 
Orion, bom April 20, bred by A Trafford, Dulands Farm, Ashbourne ; t. Cropper Chief 
28 r >, d Bradboume Flonne 2408 by Bradbourae Dairyman 29 
1635 n. (£10.) —Randolph Toby, Chans worth Manor, Blandford, for Charisworth Bine Boy, 
brn J .n 27, 8 Charwwoith Peter 267, d Dumpling 2nd 
1032 m. (£5 )—A T Grfenslade, Little Walden Park, baftron Walden, for Roekells Dread- 
nought, bom Miroh f», brul by Mr Cowell, Rock ells, Llmdon, baftron Walden, $ Bank 
Scarsdile 21, d Roekells Fuchsia 6530 

1634 R. N.— Wilfred L Sited, Ranton Abbey, Haughton, Stafford, for Ronton Victor. 


Class 198.— Blue Albion Cows or Ileifers (in-mill), bom in or before 1922. 

1647 L (£15.)—T H. Swire & Sons, Bellaport and Mount larms, Market Drayton, for 
Mount Sweetheart, bom in 1918, calved Juno 10, 1925, bred by W.H. Hobson, Woodhey 
llall, Nantwich 

1640 IL (£10.) —Lieut -Colonel William Edward Harrison, ODE, Wychnor Park, 
Burton on-Ticnt, for Chftonthorpe Royal 3628, calved Juno 22, 192 j, breeder and age 
unknown 

1042 HI. (£5.)—R H A HoLBECir, The Grange, Tamborough, Banbury, for Charisworth 
Bloesom 1106, age unknown, calved Tuly 1, 1925, brtd by Randolph loiy, Charibworth 
Manor, Blandfold 

1641 IV. (£4.) —11a -.sop Em vte Co , H ws >p llall, Bakewell, for Hassop Bluebell, bom May 21, 
1922, calved May 2 j, 1925, bred by Lieut -(‘olonel H H btephenaon, l)bO, Hassop Hall, 
Bikewell; s Blue Cap, d Hassop Buttercup 

1636 V. (£3.)—\rn old GiLLnr, Ridgwood, Chorley, Lancs, for Bradboume Hiawatha, 
bom m 1921, calved June 19, 1925, bred b\ 4 'liafford, Ashbourne, J)< rby 

1640 R. N.—T H bwiRE 6c bONS, for Mount Kitty. 

H. C.—1045. 


Class 197. —Blue Albion Heifers , bom in 1923. 

1653 L (£15.)— Lifut -Colonel William Ldward Harrison, O B h , Wychnor Park, 
Burton on lient, for Poplars Sweetheart 8348, bom April 10, bred bN Mrs Howard, Ley 
Hill 1 arm, Donc ridge , s Hurdlow Challenger 69, d Poplars Mabtl 0082 

1650 n. (£10.) — Arnold Gillt ti, Ridgwood, Cliorh v, Lancs, for Bradboume Maine 2nd, 
bom Oct 7, bred by A liafford, Ashbourne, Dorby , s Bradboume Masterpiece, d 
Bradboume Maizie 

1049 m. (£5.)— Arnold Gillitt, for Adderley Cowslip, bora Aug 26, brod by W H Hold- 
croft, nmrth Tarm, Adderley, Market Drayton , s Bramshall Wild Blood 37, d Adderley 
Hassall 1518 

1648 R. N.— Percy Dobson, Manor Farm, Rldg war dine, Market Drayton, for Ridgwardme 
Joan. 

H. C.—1054 C.—1652. 

Class 198. —Blue Albion Heifei s, bom in 1924. 1 

1659 L (£15.)— Lieut -Colonel William Edward Harrison, O B 10, Wychnor Park, 
Burton on-Trent, for Barton Sweetheart, bom 1 eb 17 , s. Barton Jude 199, d. Bradboume 
bweetheart «06 

1001 H. (£10.) — John D Seals, Home Farm, Snelston, Ashbourne, for Pike Hawthorn, born 
Jan 31; a Bradboume Major 141, d Pike Jtssie 0022 

1656 HL (£5.)— Percy Dobson, Manor Farm, Ridgwardine, Market Drayton, for Adderley 
Bright Eyes, bom March 20, bred by W H Holdcroft, Holly Faim, Norton-ln-HalcB, 
8 Hurdiow Champion 61, d Adderley Mona 1538 

1058 R. N.— Arnold Gillitt, Ridgwood, Chorley, Lancs, for Ridgwood Ruth. 

H. C—1663 C.—1057. 


British Friesians. 

The letter* F.R S after the number of an animal indicate that such animal i» reordered in 
the Fneach Rundvee Stamboek (Friesland Cattle Herd Book) Zwartebonte (Black and White) 
Section 

The letters IT, F. R S. t refer to the Hulpstamboek (Auxiliary Herd Book) Zwartebonte (Black 
and White) Stctum of the Frexsch Rundvee Stamboek. 

The letters F 11 B , S.A., after the number of an animal indicate that such animal is regis¬ 
tered tn the Fneiland Herd Book, South Africa. 

The letters S . A. S. B. after the name of an animal indicate that such animal is registered tn 
the South African Stud Book . 

2 he letters P. I. after the name of an animal indicate that such animal is of pure imported 
Friesian (Holland) or South African blood. 

Unless otherwise stated the numbers refer to the British Friesian Herd Book 


Prizes given by the Blue Albion Cattle Society. 
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Class 199 .—British Inesian Bulls , bom in or before 1922. 

1683 I (£16, & Champion 1 )—Lord Bayleiqh, lerling, Lsscx, for Terhng (imp 1922) 
Marthus 21 o born May 18, 1921, bred by the Golden "Salley Citrus Jstates, Ltd, 
Mooi Bivei N it il , » ( ngio Marthus urd 811 H B , b A , d Meidcma 4th 1656 b A b B 
ly Tihan tens 6679 1 It b 

1671 El (£10 )—Mi a b A Gutst, Inwood Templecombe, Somerset, for Danmnald Bijpmastex 
16"77 1* l born July 12 1921, hied bv the Txors of Major David Spinec Montrose , 
8 Sc it m llolmd 10 jJ3 P I, d Inuood (imp ) Hijpma 10th 18156 by De Verwachtwg 2nd 
4429 IBS 

1668 m (£6, & Champion *)—George i I apon, Ihuiston Hall, 1 ramfleld, TJckfleld Sussex, 
for Thurston Karel President 21581, bom J in 1 1922 , s Kukliill (imp) Karel 2nd 4051, 
d loxleisc N( el 17778 by Wigginton Piprm 223 > 

1670 IV (£4) 1 W GiiBiRrandG Woodhi ld, Weston Hall Weston on Trent Derby, 
for Seaton Boland 10o93 P I, bom May 10 1918 bred by G A 1 rancis Seaton, Arbroith , 
s ( ommieston (imp) Boland 3721, d bcaton (imp) Johanna 5th 192a2 by Geort 2nd 
5695 1 k S 

1679 V (£3 )—Ihi Irusti is op David Mosi li y Smith} Tirm, Biigliwton, Conglcton for 
dookhouse King Aknn 11 PI PI born J in 22 1319, bred by Irexor Williams, Pynes- 
fleld Manor West U\d<, 1 lrkmmsuorth 8 Clockhouse Bmlod 7511 PI, d Girton 
(imp) Akke fath 17794 by Albert 2nd 5611 TBS 

1676 R N Komitr Lee Jorlinq, Higliam Dykes, Melbourne, Ncwca&tk online, for 
Kmghlley Glor Pel 

Class 200 .—British Friesian Bulls, bom on or between January 1 and 
June 30, 1923 

1686 n (£10, & B N for Champion )—A and J Broun, Hedges Torm St Albans for 
Hedges Prince Jan ->089, loin June 7 t> Wigguiton (Imp) Johan 4637, d Htd„<s 
Gnu ms Dutch 2496- by Hedges (Imp ) J okkc 2nd 3991 

168S m (£5)—V\mv Gpohcl Harm'-worth, \ illty llolme norsted ktjms, Sussex for 
Thurston Karel Sunstar 2U 3" b rn 1 eb 4, bred bj Gengi 1 1 iton lhui^ton Hall, 
h iambi Id Sussi \ , * lviikhill (imp ) Kaicl 2nd 40ol, d 1 oxlea&e Not 117778 by Wlggmton 
Pippin —35 

Class 201 .—British Friesian Bulls, bom on or between July 1 and 
December 31, 1923 

1696 H (£10)—Jamis Mason Woodviile, Broidlake Williston mrkcnheid, for Bulkdey 
Terra Dew 2-2U7, born N >v 19, bred by I B and H L Tarmay Bulkeley Hall Malpis , 
8 Bulkeley Deuuijk 1 3 )J, d Bulkeley Tern 17606 ly Bulkeley (imp) Mietjob Ceres 
3625 

1691 HI (£6)—Sin ( \ rii IvrNDALi Butler, LB1 , Bern rt on House, Shmenham, Berks, 
for Hardinghall Hollander —995, born Aug 5 bred by Major B M Lduards Hirduighim 
Hall Noilolk, 8 I)eunesido Hollmder -ml 10645 PI, d Leethdl Abigul 46910 by 
Melford (Imp ) Zeppelin 4179 

Class 202 .—Bniish Friesian Bulls, bom on or between January 1 and 
June 30, 1924 8 

1710 I (£16, &B N for Champion 1 )—! dward Holiing worth CB1 , Moordalc, Dob 
tioss, 1 orks, for Hache Bunnga P I, bom Jau 15, bred by the Hachc Herd, Munthara 
H nut laim llmlcn, t, Haehc Cerjin Uljssts 1410 j PI, d Clockhouse Vie Bin/e 
37808 1*1 by Clockhouse (imp) \io Wouter 1691 

1700 H (£10)—Waitlr A Brockii hurst, lltnbuiy Pirk Macclesfield for Henbury Karel 
Conjuror P 1, born Jan 5, t, Kirkhill (imp) Kari 1 2nd 40ul, d Brooklinds l*rinubs 
I Irene 322o2 1*1 ly Irt degar (imp ) Pimce of Holl ird 4579 

1705 HI (£5)—Major 1 M Ldwards, Ml, Hardmgliam Hall Hinghim Norfolk for 
Northdean Hollander 4th PI, born Tune 15, bre d by G Holt ihomas Northdc-i House, 
llugheudtn , 8 Dell Hollander 7655 P I, d Haydon Meiblocm J94o4 P 1 by Osmaston 
(imp) lilts 42)3 

1701 IV (£4)—4 and T Broun, Hedges I arm, St Albans, for Hache Bacchus PI, boin 
March 2" bred by the Hache Herd Muntham lionio barm, Mud >n, * Clockhouse King 
Akrm 11321 PI d Se iton Johanna J0858 P I 6v DunnJuald (imp ) Cesar 2nd 3813 

1706 V (£3)—J THMiW rt 1 URNisx, Hamels Park Buntmgford Herts for Hamels Froukje’s 
Bonald PI 1 om 1 eh 17 , « Seaton Boland 10^)3 P1, d He dfe< b (imp ) Jb roukje 3rd 
180>0 by Liics 4497 1 It b 

1711 B N—G Holt Ihomas, Northdean House, Huglienden, High Mycombi, for North- 
dean Meibloem’s Beatty 

Class 208 .—British Friesian Bulls, bom on or between July 1 and 
December 31, 1924 8 

1719 I (£16) -Fpank Griifitiis, Jyddyn larm, Mold, North Wales, for Mapleton Hilko’s 
Ironclad I* 1, boin btpt 14, bred by James Kussel Mapleton, Ldenbridge s Maphtju 
(imp 1922) Hilko 20907, d J arvin Uatsumei 3id 42206 PI by Cymric (imp ) 1 rits 3755 

1 Champion Prize of £10 gh en by the Lntish 1 ricsiuu Cattle bociety for the best Bull in 

Glasses 199 to 203 

* Ihe 4 Wobaston " Silver Challenge Cup, value £50, given through the British Friesian 

Cattle Society, for the best Bull, bred by the Lxhibitor, In Classes 199 to 203 » 

• Prizes, except the Fourth and rifth, given by the British Iriesian Cattle Society 



cvi Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1926. 

1718 IL (810)—0. W. H Glossop, Lund, Beverley, for jLund Blanche's Beatty P T„ bom Oct. 
21, • Lund (Imp 1922) Rcnsche a Beatty 20864, d Lund (Imp 1922) Blanche 22nd 64104 
5y Bedford Albert 5th 1870 b A S B 

1720 ul (85 )—The Hache Herd, Muntham Horae Farm, Flndon, Worthing, for Hache 
Burras® P1, bom Nov 27 , * Hache Gerjan Ulysses 14165 r I, d Clockhouse Vic Binxe 
87808 PI tty Clockhouse (Imp) Vic Wouttr 3691 

Class 204 ,—British Friesian Com {xn-mxlL), bom m or before 1921. 

1728 1 (815)—Loro Barnby, Blyth Hill, via Rotherham, for Becclei Queen Anne 234*0, 
bora bept 14,1916, calvt d April 15,1925. bred by h W 1) Robinson, lloos Hall BtcdeB ; 
s Beccles (Imp ) Lodcwljk 3o01, d Leccles Blickspot 14924 by Bom Its Iingrmghoe 899 
1788 H (810 )—(aitain Tohn Christie, MC , Glyudobourne Rmgmer, Lewes, for Terling 
Breeze 8th 16182, bora Aug 11, 1918, calved May 25, 1025, bred by Lord Rayleigh, 
Terling, t Lsvenham (imp) Gysbrccht 4077, d Terling Breeze 6th 26718 by Terling 
(Imp) Vio Bertus 4541 

1726 HI (85)— Arthur Allen, The Manor, Ghostcrblado, Somerset, for Olen Wembee 
52064, bora April 15,1021, calved April 28, 1925 , a Dunnmtld Goatsomairschaap 6175 
PI, d Iingrmghoe Walnut 21080 by Mooidala Motor 1809 
1755 IV (84)—I B and H L Jarmay, Bulktley IHall, Mol]>os, for Bulkeley Aphrodite 
37562, born Oct 21,1919, calved Dec 2,1924 a Golf Botermijn 2nd 63*.7 PI, rf Ithyd- 
broughtm Beiuty 15802 by Mtlford l\ory 471 
1741 V (83)— Major B M 1 oward*' MC, Hanliugham Hall Hlngham, Norfolk, for 
Blenheim Bramnnschaap 50750 bor opt 9, 1921 calved 1 in 12 192a, bred by the 
Duke of Marlborough Blenheim , a Dunninald Gaatsom ilrscliaap 6196 PI, d Clock* 
hoube Bramrm 178 2 by Clockhouse Rinlid 7513 PI 
1751 B N — Stuart Heaton, Poplar Farm, lken, 1 unstall, buITolk, for Sndbourne Dairymaid. 
H. 0—17a0 C—1753 

Class 205 .—British Friesian Heifers (in-milk), bom in 1922 1 
1793 I (815, & Champion •)—Aiblri Weiohtman, Middle Herrington Dairy larm, Sunder¬ 
land, for Hamels Empress 62124 bornMirch26 cilvedNov 14 1924 bridbyh hurrass, 
Himels Park Buntingford , a Dunninald Gaatsomoirscliaap 6175 P I, d Pomona Queen 
26192 by (l idle hall (imp ) H illandi r 3737 

1787 H (810 )—l dward Hollingworth, CUE, Moordale Dobcross Yorks, for Hache 
Will o* the Wisp 61958, born May 18, calved April 24, 1K> bred by the Hache Held, 
Muntham Home 1 arm, 1 indon , & Clockhouse hong Akiin 113M PI ,d Muntham Verey 
light 3oOb6 by Kingswood (Imp) \nte 4047 

1781 IH (85)—Giokge I Latov, Thurston Hill FramfhId, Uckfleld Sussex for Thurston 
Mayflower 2nd 668)2, born May 22, edved May 16, 1925 , a KirkhUl Michael 12055, d 
Teston Muse it* 1 42 88 tty Terling Dutchman o643 P I 

1788 IV (84)—G Hoi i Ihomas, North lean House, Hughenden, High Wycombe, for 
Northdean Meibloem 2nd 64736 P I, born Nov 5, calved June 4, 1025 , s Terling (imp ) 
Yic Bcitus 4541, d Northdc in Meibloem 47738 PI ty Dell Hollander 7655 P I 

1786 V (83 )—F Orlavdo Hellyir, Iht Hall Middh ton on the Wolds, Driffield for 
Knebworth Dawn Mist 63210 born S<pt 17 calved April 26, 1925, bred by Vr and R 
W illace, Knebworth , a Hedges Sicond btnes 64*.7 P I , d Kingswood Dawn Mist 25194 
by Kingswood (Imp) Ynte 4047 

1779 K N —A and J Brown, Hedges Tarm, St Albans, for Thornhill Jessie. 

H C—1781 

1788,1810, 1810 Trophy,* & R N for Cup *—G Holt Thomas, for Northdean Meibloem 2nd, 
Northdean Barbara and Northdean Princess May 2nd 
1779, 1811, 1825 Cup *—A and J Browv, for Thornhill Jessie, Hedges Japhomoa and Hodges 
Albert's Countess 

Class 206 .—British Fnesum Heifers, bom on or between January 1 and 
June 30, 1923 

1798 1 (815)—Ethelbert Furness Ham< Is P irk Buntingfoid Herts for Hamels Florida 
71930, born Miiy 21; t Seaton Roland 10593 l’l.d Corsebar Rose 24018 by Moss (imp) 
Adema 49th 4223 

1795 H (810)—Captain John Christie, M 0 , Glyndeboume, Ringmer, Lewes, for Glynde- 
bonrne Breeze 71578, bora June 29, t Dunninald Haeayemairschaap 7699 PI, d 
Terlmg Breeze 8th 36182 by Lavenham (imp) Gysbncht 4077 

1799 HI (85)—W H R Gilbert, The Cottage, Aston hlamville, Hinckley, for Haydon 
Stella 72100, bora April 22 bred by Mrs Putnam Farrlngdon Exeter , s Haydon (imp 
1922) Pilot 20279, a Haydon Cherry Blossom 39440 by Routh Dutchman 6949 PI 

1807 IV (£4)—The Trustees op David Mosiliy, Smithy Firm, Bugl&wton, Congleton, 
for Thurston Karel Stephanotis 3rd 77006, born T>b 8, bred by G T Eaton, Thurston 
Hall 3 rainfleld , * Rirkhlll (imp ) Karel 2nd 4051, d Gorstage Gloaming 2nd 14854 by 
GorsUgc Graaf 1361 

1 Prizes, except the ronrth and lifth, given by the British Friesian Cattle Society 

•Champion Pri/o of £10 given by the British lriesiau Cattle Socitty for the best Cow or 
Heifer in Classes 204 to 209 

• Perpetual Bronze Challenge Trophy, value Tifty Guineas, given by the Friesland Cattle 
Breeders* Association for the best group of three British Iiiekian nrUrnRla bicd by Exhibitor 
In Classes 199 to 209 

* Silver Challenge Cup, value Fifty Guineas, given through the British Friesian Cattle 
Society for the best group of three Cows or Heifers in Glasses 204 to 209. 
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1803 V. (£3)—Edward Holiinqworth, CBE, Moordale, Dobcross, Yorks, for Moordale 
Peggy’s Johanna 74246, born June 10 , * Wlgginton (imp ) Johan 4637, d Hedges Dutch 
Peggy 46808 by Hidges (Imp ) Jokke 2nd 399 3 

1802 E N—Hachf Herd, Muntliam Home larm, 1 indon. Wortlilng, for Moondde Flora. 
H. C.—1707 

Class 207 .—British Friesian Heifers, bom on or between July 1 and 
December 31, 1923. 

1811 L (£16, & R N. for Champion *)—A and J Prown, Hedges Farm, St Alb ins, for 
Hedges Japhomoa 7224S, brrn Oct 21, e Wigginton (Imp) Jolun 4617, d Hedges 
Bom sty 3 928 by Hedges (imp) lokke 2nd 3 )0 

1819 II (£10)—G Hon Ihohas, Nortlidean House, Hughenden, Higli Wveombe, for 
Northdean Barbara 71624 P I, born Sept 15, < Noithdein (imp 1922) Marthus Beatty 
21081, d Clockhouse (Imp 1922) Barbara 00100 by Nels Bust General Bi rger 817 F H B , 
8 A 

1812 HI (£5)—Gbouoi T Taton, Thurston Hall, Framfleld, Uikfleld Sussex for Thurston 
Karel Daisy 2nd 76964, bor * July 1, » Kirkldll (imp ) Karel 2nd 4051, d Colton Unique 
14 36 ty Colton Puritan 9> 

1818 IV (£4)—Ldward Holltnowortit, CBF, Moordale, Dobcrcss, Yorks, for Moordale 
Pauline 74244 PI, born Sept 21 , g Mooidah (Imp 1022) Pud 2016a, d Moordih 
Wlnrnirgfn >5 320 PT by Mardi (imp ) Gcneraal 4157 

1816 V (£3 )—W U B Gilbjrt, Jhc Cottage, Aston 1 lamvillc, HInekley,for Astonville Jane 
67084, born Oct 0, g Terlmg(imp 1922) Martinis 215 33, d Tcrling J me feth 57330 by 
idling liojan 8811 f I 

1813 E N —George r Eaioe, for Thurston Karel Marguerite 2nd 


Class 208 .—British Friesian Ileifers, bom on or between January 1 and 
June 30, 1924 * 

1838 I. (£15)—1 DWAR 1 ) Hollingworih, cur, Moordale, Dobcross, lories, for Moordale 
Panletta, born J«n 8 , s Moordale (imp 1922) Paul 20965, d Moordale Bouquet 8rd 
47a24 by Wychnor (Imp ) Ymo 4709 

1825 H (£10)—A and T Brorn, Hedges Farm, St Albans, for '-®dges Albert’s Countess, 
horn Jan 24 , g Petygards (imp ) Bles Albert 4 21, d Wiggim. a Dutch t nmtiss 27078 
by Wiggmton (imj ) I oh in 4617 

1839 EH (£5)—G Hoit Ihomas, Northdean House, Hughendcn, High Wycombe, for 
Northdean Princess May 2nd, born Mnrch a2 , a Northdean (imp 10..2) Maithub Beatty 
21081 d Northdean Princess Miy r > r )622 by Dell Hollmder 765j P 1 

1844 IV. (£4)—Bertram Iareinson (reskild Hill, Arlldngton, lorks, for Creskeld 
Hazeline 2nd, born 1 eh 2 >, a Creskeld (imp 1922) Chief 1U709, d Brooklands Haze Hue 
27728 by lUddown (Imp) Murk 4 377 

1829 V (£3)—Major B M Bdwards, MC, Hardlnghim Hall Hingham, Norfolk, for 
HardmghaU Bramnnschaap, bom Jan 4, g Doune side 11 diander 2nd 16645 PI, d 
Blenheim Bramrinschaap 50756 by Dunnlnald Gaitsom drsc imp 6175 PI 

1828 B N —G i-oror 1 I aton, Thurston Hall, kramfleld, Ucklltld, for Thnrston Ynte Ellen. 
H C —1842. C.—1845 

Class 209 .—British Friesian Heifers, bom on or between July 1 and 
December 31, 1924 * 

1861 I (£15)—Ltdoard A Brown, Prlmroso Dairy Tarm, Mlrfleld, Yorks, for Primrose 
Molly, b >rn July 1, * Lund (imp 1922) Bensche s Beatty 20803, a Pomona Ai ly 30504 
by Gorstage (imp) Mietie’s \ictor 3939 

1853 n (£10 )—Giorgi 1 BATON, Thurston Hall, Framfleld, Uekfleld, Sussex, for Thurston 
Karel Jeltje PI, bom Aug 14 , s KPkhill (Imp) Karel 2nd 4051, d lerlmg Jeltje 2nd 
42300 PI by lerlmg (Imp) Verwachting 4543 

1860 HI (£5)— G Hoit Thomas, Nortlidean House. Hughenden, High Wycombe, for 
Northdean Dienwke 2nd PI, bora July 1, t Dell Hollandu 7655 PI, d, Northdean 
(imp 1922) Dieuwke 64782 by Marten 806 SASH 

1852 IV (£4)—Georgl T Taton, for Thnrston Karel Anemone 2nd. born Aug 30, s 
Klrkhill (Imp) Karel 2nd 4051, d Pomona Anemone 30506 by Gorhtdge (Imp) Mletje’s 
Victor 3939 

1863 V (£3.)— Mrs S Johnson, The Gladlas, Elksmcre, Salop, for Gadlas Bolands Daisy 
2nd, bora July 2, t Havels Boland 20227, d Hoslington Buttercup 45698 by Monkton 
Warnor 10277 

1849 E N.—John Bromet, Golf Links Farm, Tadoastcr, for Gol! Dorander. 

H. a—1857. C.— 1858 


1 Champion Prise of £10 given by the British Trieslan Cattle Society for the best Cow or 
Heifer in Classes 204 to 209 % 

■ Prizes, ezeept the Fourth and Fifth, given by the British Friesian Cattle Soetoty. 
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Ayrshires. 

Class 210.— Ayt shire Bulls, bom on or before September 1, 1024 

1872 I (£15 )—Tamls Howie, Hlllhouse, Kilmarnock for Hobsl&nd Duplicate 22581 bom 
March -5 1022 bred by Thoraaa Barr, Holland Monkton, s Hotwland Lucky Boy 
16482 d Hobsland Lovely 5th 51072 by Hobsland Itrfect Piece 10065 

1871 n (£10 ) —Ihomas Barr Hobsland Monkton Ayrshire for Caigton Here’s Luck 22 178, 
bornleb 8 19-2, bred l y James B (rawf rd ( aigton tastlc Douglas , « Hobsland 
Lucky Star lO^O'’ d ( d^on Pink hd A 221 ly ( hapnunton Snowflake 7150 

1874 in (£5 )—ItMrs Howie for Millantae Better Still, bom Mirch 15 1024 bred by John 
Johnstone Millantae Lockerbie s Bargenoch Nugget 18484, d Millantae Mayflower 
58002 by Overton Hiawatha 11054 

Class 211a. —Ayrshire Cows (t n mill), bom on or before September 1, 1021 

1881 I (£15 )— James Howii Hillhouso, Kilmarnock for Fnendleuhead Blossom 4th 40042, 
bom m April 1013 calved Turn 12 102 > bred by 7 Hodge h nendleashead Miuchlme, 
8 Craighead Guardsman 0578 d friendlesshead Llossom A 403 by Whitelull lortune 
5109 

1887 n (£10 )—Jacob s Murray, Dalgig, New C umnock for Dalgig Keepsake 86637 bom 
In March 10-0 cilvcdMay 11,192 >, t Dalgig General * rent h 14.T3 d ( arston Cinderella 
3rd 36120 by Cirston Mi rry lung 83l 

1878 m (£5) — Major C Bandoiph Doth fon Cargen nolm, Dumfries fqr Cargen Holm 
Daisy 4th 71716 bom Nov 2 1917 cal\ed April 6 102 > « Cirgcn Holm Baron Lindsay 
1&464 d C irgen Holm Daisy 2nd 5062 f y Langslde Kich and Rare 10-J9 

1870 B N — Major G Randolph Dudgeon, for Cargen Holm Mum Robb 7th 
C —1885 

Class 211b.— Ayrshire Cows (in calf), born on or before September 1, 1921 

1882 I (£15)— John Johnstone Millant ic, r ockerhio, for Millantae Mayflower 58002 l om 
April 3 1J17 s Overton Hiawatha 110 >4 d Chapclornc 1 lower 2nd 38J06 by Chapman 
ton (harmer 8"(U 

1876 H (£10 ) Alexander Coohrane, Nothor Craig Kilmarnock, for Beuohan Heather 2nd 
56' T 02 born Dee 11 1018 bred b\ the Misses Alim Beuelian Ihomhill * Hobsland 
Iirst Choice 36478 d Beuchan Heather 498 lo by Beurlmn loddle Ben 9510 

1886 m (£5)— Jacob S Mi kray Dalglg New (umnock lor Canton Rhoda 52271 bom 
April 1015, 8 Carstonbt Thomas 7004 d Garston Cinder c 11 v -nd J63-5 by Cars ton 
Merry King 

1877 R N— Tohn Cochrane, Byreholm, Thornhill for Maqueston Mayflower 

H C —1880 0 —1888 

Class 212.— Ayrshire Cows or Heifers [in milk or in calf), bom after 
September 1, 1921 1 

1801 I (£15 )— Ihomas Barr, Hobsland, Monkton for Hobsland Violet 4th 88504 bom hiov 

15, 1022 8 Hobsland Lucky Boy 16482, d Hobsland Violet 3rd 68010 by Ihornhill Sir 

George 17319 

1893 H (£10) —lOHN GocHRANr Byreholm Thornhill for Byreholm Viper 2nd 90o80 born 
Aug 28 1022 In cUf 8 (aimmill Loid Ghnsido 20070, d Byreholm \iper 85780 by 
Morton Mans Militant 14477 

1802 1H (£5) — Alexander Cochrane Nether Craig Kilmarnock for Nether Craig Randy 
89807 bora Sept 16,1)21 calved Miy-0 1025, lred by J Wilsrn Boghead Mouswald 
Dumfries , s Nether Craig Magnet 18370, d Boghead Bandy 54030 by Boghead Dainty 
Davie 0404 


Guernseys. 

NB—Unless otherwise stated the numbers refer to the Lnglish Guernsey Herd Book, 

Class 218 .—Guernsey Bulls, bom tn or before 1922 
1809 I (£15, & Champion •)— Gi orgb Blight & Son, Tregonmng Breago, Helston, for 
Tregenna May Bird 4061, yellow and white, bom April o0,1022, bred 1 y the Great Western 
Railway Go, iregenna (astlo Hotel, St Ives, Cornwall, s He nurd Dandy 3054, d 
Iregtnna 1 idy May 14009 by Ticngw unton Bold ltobin 3818 
1898 H (£10)—A Chester Bpatty, Calehill Park Little Chart, hint, for Yvonne's Honour 
5711, fawn and white bom May 5, 1920 bred by A Givct lrlquet do Haut Lasted 
Guernsey s Deceit of King s Mills 4108 P S , R G A S d Golden Yvonne of Ashburton 
14091 P S , R G A S by Deanie s Squire 2734 P S , R G A S 
1000 in (£5)—J B Body, Hmdhead Court, Hindhead, Surrey for Hwdhesd Governor 
4842 fawn and white, bom Oct 24,1022 , s Governor 4th des Buettes 3718, d Bosey ot 
Goodnestone 12343 by Gunner 3rd 2459 

1 Prizes given by the Ayrshire Cattle Herd Book Society 

* Champion Prize of £5 given by the Lnglish Guernsey Cattle Society for the best Bull in 
Classes 213 to 215 
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1896 IV. (84.)—W A. Argent, Qhyll Manor, Rusper, Sussex, for Governor of Myrtle Plaoe 
fifth 6445, fawn and white, born May 29, 1919, bred by Ernest de Claris, Myrtle Plaoe, 
Caste), Guernsey, t Valentine Honour of the Passde 1826, d La Fleur du Jar din 12th 
BtolO PS.KGAS by Governor of the Chene 1297 P S , 11G A S 
1902 R N —Sm Harry Goslhbn, K B %, Durrington House, Hallow, for Hunffuets Dei Bai 
Hope 2nd. 

Class 214 .—Guernsey Bulls, bom in 1923 
1907 L (£15, & B N tor Champion *)—W A Argi nt, Ghyll Minor, Rusper, Sussex, for 
Lynohmere Lord Roberts 20th 5335, fawn and white, born Aug 31, bred by Mrs Prctt 
Bari >w, I ynohmere, Surrey, » Robert a Boy s Sequel *496, d irogye Coral 1483a by 
Ladock Prince Charming 3165 

1912 n (210 )—John A Ray, Ravenscroft Hill Middlewlth, for EUordleigh Major 5021, 
fawn and white, born April 10, bred by Mrs R l Bainbridge, 1 Ifordleigh, l'lympton , 
• Llfordleigh Jewel 4470, d Mfordleigh Maggie °rd 15316 ly H imniill i f Marazion 3134 
1906 m (25)—W A Argvni for Honour of the Cloture 6334, turn and white, born Jan 19, 
bred by N Ogicr, Cloture Cottage, C istel, Guernst} , s Nellie’s ideal 45..- P S , 11G A S , 
d Primrose of the (loture 18400 l‘S, KOAS by Govtrnor of Lily \ale 3853 P S , 
IIGAS 

1014 IV (£4)—Viscount TASCF T irs, K G, Grldsborough Hall, Rnareslorough, for Golds* 
borough Golden Pnnoe 5121, fawn and wlute, boin Jun< 29 s Ui it tie ware Princeling 
128*. d Bosistow Mirigold 11154 by Godolplun bambo 2450 
1910 R N—Gjoigl Blight A Son, Ircgonniug, lire age, Helston for Hornblotton Golden 
Arch. 

Class 215 .—Guernsey Bulls , bom in 1921 * 

1925 L (815)—Toed Poltimorb, Court Hill North Melton, for Poltimore Trojan 5515, 
fiwn and white born June 14 , s P( irl Majestic 99 i, d Trefoil of Diamond lurin 
14808 by Hunguets dt Bas Winsome 1613 1*S, K(iAS 

3916 II (810 ) — W A Argi nt, Ghjll Minor Huspe r Sussrv, for Ghyll Valentine's Honour 
5602 faun and white, bom July 21, s Downe Vilentim s Honour of Vimieia D1 , d 
Downe l)iyl> 14280 by Sailor Lid of the font urns 3725 PS, RGAS 
1919 m (£5)—J B Body, Himlhtad C iurt, Hindhead, Suxrey for Hmdbead Robert 3rd 
546o, fawn and white $ 1 ynclimeie Lord Roberts 15th 3982, d Morlnnd Lady Richmond, 
1 788 by Slogans (limix 40 J5 

J922 IV (£4)—Mrs 1 II I Fu voise Herrnrd 1’irk Basingstoke, for Bernard Honour 
Brght 5661 nwn and wlute, born Aug 15, s Bernard A alt ntine a Honour 4837, d 
Hcimrd bweet 3id 17868 by Herriud lannys CKseo 4224 

1926 V (£3)—Mrs I Sun sin in, Blunts llall little Wrattin„, HavethiF for Downe 
Valentine’s Honour of Vimiera 7th 5164, fnut and while, Lorn Jan 2, bred by D C 
Hal 1cm in, Hai es, Kent, s Downe V alentme a Honour of Vimiera 3913, d Downe 1 leur 
of Vimiera 14281 by Valentines Hone ur ef the Pissco 1826 

1923 R N—Mlssr 8 C Noi man, Moor llace, Much Hidham, for Honeymoon Pnnce of 
Hadham 

H C -1921 C—1917 

Class 216 .—Guernsey Cows (m mill), bom tn or before 1920 
1928 I (£15, & Champion*)—W A Aroint, Ghyll Manor, Rusper, Sussex for Flora’s 
Buttercup ol the Fountain 20889, fawn and white, born Dec 16, 1918, calved Mi> -2, 
192>, bred by 11 Burton, iountun I irm, St Simpson Guernsey, * Bitklrigh 
1712 P S , R (1 A S , d I lora 6th of tho 1 ountarn 13934 l’S,RGAb by (luris Sequel 
2207 1*S, RGAS 

1935 H (£10)—Walter Dunkels, rerahill Tark, M Indaor Tore st, for Starlight Broom 3 5836, 
fawn and wlute, bom April -.0,1919, c live d Iune 1,19- >, bre d by Mrs Mirtuu m liioom 
Hill, Sunuingdale, s Hurst lredaa Jewel 2nd 354), d Bnttleu ire btailight -nd 9868 
by Brittlewaic Robin 2nd 2415 

1946 m (£5 )—Samuii sfmmlns, Irevarthian Marnzion, Cornwall, for Trevartbian Favounte 
14878,JJyellow and white, bom leb 20, 1918, called April 5, 1925, bred by the lite W 
Simmons, Governs, he nwyn, Marazion , » Governs George 2nd 3330, d Gove ms l a\ ounte 
8982 by Ladock Diiryman 2049 

1937 IV (£4)—Mrs J I 1 ilis Wrea He ad Tarm, Soalby, Scarborough for Rowanberry 
Slit 15754, fiwn and white bora April 11, 1920 cilied June 15 192> 8 Donnington 
Charmant 2nd 1113, d Rowanberry 12th 10319 by Hiyes Imneior 22-2 
1944 V. (£3 )—Sir Jamis Kimnint, 1>art, MP, The Gringe, Ham Hiteh, TwyforJ, for 
Dene Lady Hester 15219, fawn and white, bom May 24, 1920, cilved Mareh 27, 1925, 
$ Dene I ode Star 3301, d Lady Hester of Rozel 1J680 by Polly s I ride of the Spurs *480 
PS R G A 8 

1930 R N—A Chisteb Blatty, Cilehlll Tark, Little Chart, Kent, for Golden Queen of 
Goodneetone. 

H. C—1938 

Class 217 .—Guernsey Cows or Heifers ( m-milk), bom in 1921 or 1922 * 
1962 L (£15, & R N for Champion *)—Mi s->rs C Norman, Moor Place, Much Hadham fer 
Hadham Marigold 4th 16540, fawnand white, bom March 17,1921 calved Miy 23 1025 ; 

_• Ladock Prince Albert 35)0, d Ha dham M arigold 1 2099 b y Hadhun Goldsceker_2766 

1 Champion Prize of £5 given by the English Guernsey Cattle Society for the best Bull In 
Classes 213 to 215 

■ Prizes, except Fourth and fifth, given by the Tnglish Guernsey Cattle Society 
• Champion Prize of £5 given by the Lnglish Guernsey Cattle Society for the best <fc>w or 
Heifer in Giassei 216 to 219. 
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1953 n. (CIO)—J B Body, Hlndhead Court, Hlndhead, Surrey, for Morland Lady Richmond 
10783, fawn and white, bom leb 15,1921 t alve d Tune 10,1925, bred by G P 1 errand, 
Morland Hall, Alton, t blog ins Climax 403a, d Richmonds Zoe of la ltuette 13845 by 
Ivy's T mblem 3804 

1964 m (£5 )—Wiliiam Roach, irewldden larm, Tenzance, for Trewidden Gladiolus 3rd 
18170, lemon and white, born Sipt 3, 1922. calved Mxy 4, 192a s Irewldden Magnet 
41»7, d Ticwidden Gladiolus 2nd 15940 by Chywoone Kola Nut 1291 

1950 IV (£4) —Missis Harouiavis, Nizung Pirk, Wdlthim (rrss, for Nazemg Mangold 
18118 1 iwn and white bom Apiil 16, 1921, calved April 24, 192 >, bred by the late W 
Lawrence, ikkhtrs 1 inn, Nazemg, » Durrington Rose King des Houards 3685, d 
Klngsmoor ( olden Mild 4th 101 r by klngsmoor Count 2120 

1958 V (£3)—Mrs 1 II 1 Iervojsl, Herrind Pirk, Basing ke, for Cloth o! Fne Baton 
19924, fawn and white, bom Sept 19, 1922 calved March 17 192 >, bred 1 v 1 Browning, 
Norglots, St Andrews, Gutmses * Cyrtne s Lad of tlu kou\< ttes 4- >2 1 b , R G A S , 
d Cl >th of Gold 7th 10951 P S , R G A S \y Billy s I ranee 2194 P b , It G A S 

1959 R N— Mrs 1 H T Jfrvoise, for Hemard Dora 8rd. 

H C —1960 C —1954 

Glass 218 .—Guernsey Heifers, bom in 1923 

1973 I (£15) — Viscount Iascfllrs KG, Golds borough 11 ill, Knarcsborough for Golds- 
borough Margaret 19908, fawn and white, t orn March 4 s Claremont King Cup 4429, 
d CHrcmont Prmcess Daisy ] r >15 J bv Brittle ware Pnncchug 328.. 

1908 II (£10) — Grorgf Blight A Son, iregonnmg Breige, >1 listen f >r Jane of Tra- 
gornung 7th 18703, yellow and white, born April 30 , s I uddington Xoreodor 4290, d 
irtgonning Jane 3rd 14810 by llammill of Manzion 13 34 

1907 m (£5 )—A ( URs 11 r Beatty, Calehlll Pirk, Tittle C luirt, Kent, for Calehlll Peaceful 
180 j 9, fiwn and white tom leb 14 , s (lira’s slogan 4ol8 PS, RG AS, d Peace 
Poundstoik 1814a by J enjre s Sequel of A linlera 4247 

1900 R N —A Chester Bf at r\, for Calehlll Lizzie 

Class 219 .—Guernsey Heifers, bom tn 1924. 

1981 I (£15)—J B Body, Hinlhead Court, Hlndhead Surrc>, for Hindhe&d Poppy 20420, 
f iwn and white, born M i\ 12 * I \ nchmei e J ord Rol erts J 5th 3982, d Hlndhead Polly 

16602 by Slog in dt Bon 1 s]K>ir 4117 

1979 II (£10)— George Blighi & Son, Tregonning, Breage, nekton, for Penbeagle 
Laughter 201 *2, \cIlou and httle white lxmi April 26 brtd by T H Beit, Albert House, 
St lvei, Comw ill, s licndrinc G i\ lad 4b40, d balnt I ii 16977 by J ngew Gay Boj 2nd 
30°6 

1985 in (£5)—T Tfnrjns, Nethorlelgh H iyle, for Netherleigh Bluebell 20722, fawn and 
white bom Mi> 22 s lynchintri J ird Robert? 1 th 1748, d Boscanic Butter Queen 
1507) fy btagenhoe Duke 2nd j H> 

1990 IV (£4) —Wit iiam Roach, inwiddenl irm Penzance, for Trewidden Bella 3rd 20387. 
lemon and wt ite bornMiy14 s Irewldden Ct \ {i r 11 itc. 4982, d Bella of the rplnel 
1 3258 by Brilliant of the Gr< e 4tli 1822 1 S, R G \ S 

1989 V (£3)—'\iscouvt T ashilis, KG , foldstoi nigh Hall Knareiborough, for Golds- 
borough Mayflower 2168 3 bom Aug 31 s Pilmrosc Billfoundci 5108, d Bewlstow 
Marigold 11154 ly Godolphm Samlo 2150 

1980 R N —J B Body, lor Hlndhead Polly 4th 
H 0 —1988 C —1987 


Jerseys. 

N B —In the Jersey Classes , the number inserted uithm Irackcts after the name of an animal 
indicates the nvmlwr of such animal in the I slat d Herd lit ok A number «ithout brackets 
indicates that the animal is reyi i red in the Enjlish Jersey Herd Lnk 

Class 220.— Jersey Bulls, bom in or before 1922. 

2001 I (£15, 8c Champion l )—R Bruch Ward, Godlnton, Ashford, Kent, for Canterbury 
Pilgnm 14561, broken colour, bom April 9,1921, s Pilgrim 130D9, d Caper by Capsicum 
108J2 

1997 H (£10)— Colon*! Liontl G Gisborne, CMG, I ingen Hall Brampton Brian, 
Hen foidshire, for Ocean Premier 14065, whole colour, bom Jan 19, 1921, bred by N 
du teu Trinity, ferny s Masti rm in of Oaklauds 13020, d Ocean Dairy Cowslip (25023) 
PS, HC by Datiyhkes Majesty 125S3 

2000 HI (£5)—1 Luetacl Smith, Wonnlugford Grove, V onnlngford, Lssex, for Danbnry 
Majestic 13901, whole colour, Torn Aug 17 1920 bred by Brig General J 1 Wigan, 
( B Danbury, Lssex, s Red Lnslgn 13307, d Mltylene ly lopsy’s Noble 10110 

1995 R N —Mrs Hi rtram Cater, Bcntworth Lodge, Alton, Hants, for Cupid 
H C —1998, 2002. 

Class 221.— Jersey Bulls, bom in 1923. 

2000 I (£15. ft R H for Champion l )—H S Mountain, Groombrldgo Place, Kent, for Sir 
Laurel, broken eolour, born Miy 11, bred by R Bruce Ward, Godlnton, ABhford, Kent; 
s Saint Louis 14778 d Lvorgrcen (Vol 31, p 27 3) by Catlllon’s Prince 11039 


1 Champion Prize of £5 given by the English Jersey Cattle Society for the best Bull in 
Classes 220 to 222 
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2004 H. (£10.)— George Cross, Smarts Hill House, Pcnslmrst, Kent, for Gloxaha's Penshunt 
Pllgnm, whole colour, bom May 18 , $ Canterbury Pilgiim 14601, d Gloxalia 2nd (\ ol 33, 
p *30) by King Capsicum 12020 

2005 m (£6)— Major A W Huniingtov, Wellesboume House, Warwick, for Royal Wood¬ 
land Hero, whole colour, bom May 19, bred by C Pinson, St Marys, Jersey, s Xenia's 
Sultan 1373b, d Royal Cams *rd by General CowBllp 10960 

2003 R N — R W Carson, Lea Hall, Hatfield Heath, Harlow, for Holmwood Volunteer. 

Class 222 .—Jersey Butts, bom in 1924. 

2012 I (£15)— George Cross, Smarts Hill House, Penshurst, Kent, for Penshunt Corar De 
Lion, whole colour, bora 4pril 19, s Pcnahuist Yellow Prmcc 14412, d Gloxalia 2nd 
(V j 1 Jl, p 230) by King Gipslcum 12980 

2013 H (£10) -Mrs Evelyn, Wotton House, Dorking for Wotton Aee De Trefles, broken 
colour, iMirn April 25 , » Wotton Aiimui 2nd 14502, d Wotton Qm (n oi Clubs (Vol 35, 
p 480) by Acer's Prinee 1i4(>6 

2021 HI (£5 )—It Lruce Warp, Godlnton, Ashford Kent, for Pommery’s Fox, whole colour, 
bom Mirch 11, s Marionette s lox 136oa, d Pommely (Vol 3) p 404) by Prometheus 

2009 IV (£4)—Mrs Harry Urigcs, The Grange, North btok<, Willlngfoid, for North 
Stoke’s Glory, whole colour, boin Much 31, * Canterbury Pilgrim 14561, d Petune’s 
Victory (Vol 80, p 989) by Petune’s I ad (54 >8) P S 

2014 V (£3 )—l 1 B iMBJ-KT-fi rry, Blue Hayes, Bread Clyst, Devon, for Blue Hayes Felix 
the Cat, whole colour, boru Miy 10, t Hunstrete Tuneful Lad 14122, d Blue Hayes 
ivittcu (Vol 33, p 75) by Pro Bacchus 1 )08 r > 

2010 R N.— R W carson, Lei Hill, Hatfield Heath, Harlow, for Crystal Volunteer. 

Class 228 .—Jersey Cows (m-mill), bom xn or before 1921. 

20u0 I (£15, & Champion ’)—Gi .mar Cross, bmaita Hill House, Penshurst, Kent, for Roberta 
Star 2nd, broken colour, bora Oct la, 19-0, tlived April 10, 192a, bred by J Iaurens, 
bt Lawrence, Jersey, 8 Sylils G iml age hd, d Robert! btar ly Kingsway 

2032 H (£10, R N for Champion, 1 & Special, £10 *)—Mrs Lvllyn, Wotton House, Dorking, 
for Wotton Pink May (V (1 l) p tOO) bioken colour, bom July 25, J916, cahtd May 27, 
1925, 8 1U* Cloud 11SLS d Lidv May (Vol 22, p 341) by Royil Rewird 9413 

2024 HI (£5)—Mrs Harry Iugus, lhc Gunge, lerrtli stoke, v Hllngford, for Petune’a 
Victory 989, whole colour, bom Aug 26, 1918, calved id ly 11, 2>, bred ly R Ht>rv£, 

bt Lawrence, Jersey , * Petune’s Lad 13068, d Running Water (23340) P b , C by Ane¬ 
mone s Ledi s I ml 125- 

2045 IV (£4, & Special, £5 )—R Brtjce Ward, Godmton, Ashford, Kent, for Miranda’s 
Lass (Vol i i p 384), whole colour, bom JNov 5, 1919, calved March 10, 1925, § 
Marionette s I id 1 *j51, d 1 lirlawnc Mnandi by bir Toby 12154 

2036 V (£3)—5 B Imberi Terry, Blue Hayes, Broad Clyst, Devon, for Bine Hayes Cat 
(Vol 31 p 214), whole coloui, bom March 13, 1919, calved Juno 7, 1926, « Hotspur 
12657, d ( atherine ly Royal ( astle 118 i> 

2028 R. N. —R VN Carson, 1 (a H ill H itflcld Heath, Harlow, for Sweet Bread 46th. 

H. C.—2037, 2012, 2046 C —-027, 2049 

Class 224 .—Jersey Heifers (in milk), bom xn 1922. 

20a3 I (£15 )—Colon*l 1 ionel G Gisbounj , C M G , I In rt m Hall Brampton Brian, Here¬ 
fordshire , for Cid’s Raleigh Spectre, black, born March 1, calved April 28, 1025, bred by 
A V Godfrey St Breladcs, Jersey, 8 Cid s Inkcrman (5673), d Christmas Spectre 23280 
by Dandy Actor (S077) 

2050 II (£10)— Gkos vi -nor BrRRY, Mount Bures, Buies, Suffolk, for Postmistress (Vol 14, 

? 18), whole colour, bom Jan 23, calved Jan 19, 1925, t Lord Blackberry 13641, d 
os tag t 2nd by Verdun 12789 

2055 m (£5)—I b Pidduck, Ihe Woodlands, Alsagtr, Cheshire, for Ho’mwood Violet, 
whole colour, born 1 cb 21, c alved Time 15,1925, bred by A 8 Holdern, Holmwood I odge, 
Dorking s Rapkyns Black Knight 13716, d Judy s Violet (Vol *2, p 359) by Petuno's 
Lad 13008 

2058 IV. (£4)—R Bruce Ward, Godlnton, Ashford, Kent, for Pallida Iris, whole colour, 
bom May 21, c ilvtd April 15, 1925 , s Paladin 14406, d Princess Ida (Vol 33, p 408), by 
Prometheus 131)1 . - . . 

2052 R N. — George Cross, Smarts Hill Uouso, Pendhurst, Kent, for Penshorst SybiL 
H. C. 2051, 20a ) C.— 2054 

Class 226 .—Jersey Heifers (%n-milk), bom in 1923 1 
2074 L (£15)—B. Bruce Warp, Godmton, Ashford, Kent, for Gladys (Vol 35, p 174), whole 
colour, born Teb 4, c lived May 30,19-5 , $ Berthe s Raleigh 13830, d Gladsome 650 by 
Vestas Oxford Laddie 13781 

1 C hampion Prise of £5 given by the Lnglish Jersey Cattle Society for tlie best Cow or 
Heifer in Classes 221 to 226 

• SpedU Prizes of £10 (Hirst Prize) and £5 (Second Prize), given by the Englls Jersey 
Cattle Sodcty for Cowb or Heifers In Classes 223 to 225, bred by Lxmbitor, sited in Great 
Britain or Ireland, and milked out to the Judge’s satisf iction before being judged. % 

• Prizes, except Fourth and Fifth, given by the English Jersey Cattle Society. 
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2071 n (£10 )—Oscar F Rowntrej, Cherry Hill, Brandsby SO, York?, for Wotton 
Airelustna, whole colour born Jan 25, calved May 4,1925, bred by Mrs Lvclyn, Wotton 
Houst, Dirking, « Wotton Airman 14171, d Wotton Relustm (Vol 81, p 420) by 
lllustri >U3 10289 

2063 IH (£5)—Mrs Bveiyn, Wotton House, Dorking, for Wotton May Moon, black born 
June 19, ial\< d June 12,192> s Wotton Airmail 2nd 14502, d Wotton Pink May (\ ol 
JO p 400) ly Red Cloud 11818 

2065 17. (£4.)—Major A W Huntington, W( Hosboumc House, Warwick, for Hilda, whole 
colour, born 1 c b 7, calved June 29, 192>, brid by A W RuggltsBnse, Spains Hall, 
Bruntrn 1 ss< x, t Paik Keeper 1440J, d Hamhtta 5th (\ol JO, p 292) by Com¬ 
bination 2nd 11644 

2061 V (£3)—Ol orgi Cross, Smirts IIill House, Peiwhurst, Kent, for (Doreen. whole 
(ol)iir, born Mirch 4, colvul Miy 3, 192>, bred by A W huggles Bnse, Spains Hall 
Bruntru, 1 bscx , * Park Keeper 14409, d Lady Daphne (Vol J-, p JO >) by Mmoicas 
Jolly Sultan 12076 

2067 R N—Iii ut Golonll C Kfrr, DSO, D*Anvers House, Colworth, Northampton, 
for Jessy*s Sultana 

Class 226 .—Jersey Heifers, bom tn 1924. 

2090 I (£16)—R Brin* Warp, Godmton, Ashford, Kent, for Lepidoptera, whole colour, 
bomMirch 1, * Sunt Louis 147" d Lhctham Butt rfly by Acnrn s Suitm 13798 

2079 II (£10)—Mrs Lvelvn, Wotton I» e, Dorking for Wotton Cloud Bank, whole colour, 
born April 17, * Wotton Ainu in 2nd 14502, d Wotton May Cloud (Vol J2, p 482) by 
Led (1 >ud 11818 

2082 HI (£5)—Mator A W Huntingdon W c llosboumc House, Warwlek for Wellesboume 
Mermaid, brikm colour, bom July -U , s UlybbeB 14488, d Clare of Mtidow \iew id 
(Vol 31, p 2J1) ly Cx mills lo>70 

2077 IV (£4)— OroRGi CROs> t Smirts Hill House, renslmrst Kent for Winsome, whole 
colour, b 1 1 1 19, bred 1>\ A j llenouf, till nf irg, Reading , 8 Broodlands Son 12858, 
d 1 es Ilous D >iothy by Pctunc s 1 od 11068 

2095 V (£3) L J JLtin** llic Pi lory, Stcaenagi, foi Stevenage Starlight, whole colour bom 
M»y 1, * Lowlnu s Bright Piinci, d Spring St irli^lit (\ ol 3 3, p 13J) by Prmce Prudence 
2nd 13 38) 

-0)87 R N—H 8 Mountain, Groombndge Plicc, Kent, for Brampton Farm Bowlma 
H C —2075, 2070, 2080, 2081 C -208», 2080, 2088 

Kerries. 

N B—Tn the lurry Classes the number inserted mthin brarJets after the name of an anima 
in Urates the numirr of such animal in the Irish Arrry Herd Book A number uithout 
brael els indicates tftat the animal is regut red in the British Berry Herd Book 

Class 227 .—Kerry Bulls, born in or before 1923 

-097 I (£16, & Champion *)—J Gurril, Minhy Minoi, lamborough Hants, for Hattingley 
Arthur 688, born lib 7, 1922, bred by /ambri and Wilhimsm Milne, Wist listed, 
Rophy, 8 Witirvilli Lord 424, d Coquet Aha 179 j l y Muldum 223 

-101 II (£10)—JHR Kirry J stvi is, Ltd, lh< Warren Housi, «*tuimori, Middlesex for 
Valencia Sammy 070, born 1 eb 2 j, 192J , s V ilcnci i Czar o >4, d 1 alincia Sti 11 1 3247 by 
"V ileum Gupb< irer (953) 

2100 m (£5 ) —1 h* KJ RRY 1 states, Ltd , for Raven of Carton 601 b nn April 17, 192 3, 
l>rtd by the Duke of Lcinstci Maynotth, Co KiiiUre, s Bushmount llory 634, d 
Delphinium 31st of C u*ton (40 > 3) by l’rnu i 6tli of t irton (771) 

2098 R N —Ihi 1 imhurst 1 arming and Jrading Co, Ltd , Llmhurst laim, Slinfold, 
Sussex, f jr Valencia Perry 

Class 228 .—Kerry Bulls, bom m 1924 

2104 I (£16 )—Tady Iitzgiraid, Bucklmd House, lanngdon, for Bnokland Duke ("Vol 25, 
p 2 3), born Juno 14, * Luckland Viking 470, d Buckland Straw btrry 2104 by Raspberry 
Duke 3 31 

2106 n (£10 .)—Brig GemralG II Paimi u,rBerry field, Bradford on Avon, for Lanky King 
Cole 6ol, l>orn April 21, s \ ultneu Linksman 490, d Coquet Geranium 2240 by Coquet 
Duke o80 

2103 HI (£6 )—rHT Timhurst I aphing and Irading Co , Lid , rimburst 1 aim, Slinfold, 
Sussex f >r Elmhurst Druid 043, bom M ly 8 , s Hattingley Buck 689, d Vaddy Caeibcg 
2nd 24)0 by Vaddj Wane 419 

2105 R N—Phi Kirby Lstaies, Ltd, The Warren House, Stanmore, Middlesex, for 

Valencia Master 

Class 229 .—Kerry Cows (tn milk), bom in or before 1921. 

2111 I (£16, & R N for Champion *)—Ini Kerri LbTATLb, Iu>, ihe Warrm House, Stan- 
more, Middles* x, for Valencia Eileen 3rd 2708, born March 14,1016, c lived May 6,1925, 
hied by the Knight of Kerry, Valencia Island, Kerry, s Valencia Lord lBt (782), d 
"Valencia LUun -nd (J778) by Gort Prmce (6J6) 

‘Silver fhalhnge Gup, value Twenty five Guineas, given by the British Kerry Cattle 

Society, for the best animal in Classes 227 to 2J1 
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2113 n. (210.)— -Biuo General G Li Palmer, Berr}field, Bradford on Avon, for Coquet 
Oeramiun 2240, bom Apili 22, 1017, cahed April 27, 1025, bred by Oiptuu J L Aims, 
Ihistichaugh, Longhorsliy , t Coquet Duke ^80, d Walton Lanky 2nd 1864 by Walton 
Diver 270 

2108 HI. (£5.)—Th> Llmhurst I arming and Trading Co , Jtd , Llmhuret Tarm, Slinfold, 
Sussex, for Flora of Carton 2173, born March 2 3, 1017 t lived April 11, 1025, bred by the 
Duke of Leinster, Carton, Miynooth (o lvild irt , s Prince 0th ol Carton (771), d lorni- 
granate 2nd of Carton (371b) by Ormcau Inbirnum (b52) 

2110 R N.—I he Llruy LbiATM, Lin , for Ruby of Carton. 

H. 0.—2114. 


Class 230. —Kerry Heifers (in milk), bom tn 1922 or 1923. 

2115 I (£16 )“—1 hi i lmhtjrst I ARMING and Trading r 0 , Ltd , 1 lmhurst 1 irm, Slinfold, 
Sussex, for Elmhurst Bubbles 3LI, bom Nov 18,1022, cahed May 17,1925 s O PII. 
Primrose Watersheen 44b, d Viddy Cad beg 2nd 249b by \ iddy Warro 410 

2116 n. (£10)—iHk Jathry 1 statts, jtd , ihi W irrcn House, Stanmore, Middlesex, for 
Moss Rose 3631, bom Wutli 1*3, 1022, cilvcd May 1, 1925, bred by G Ilium, Carton, 
Maynooth, Kildari , s V ll ntu Hirold 494, d Delpliiwum 29th of Carton (3963) 
by Prince 6th of < arton (771) 

2117 m (£6 )—Iht Kjrry J states, Ltd , for Muckross Agnes 360 , bom May 3, 1022, 
calved Miy 9, 192o, brtd by A It Vim cut, Mmkross \bb<y, Killumy, * Mmkross 
Playboy of the Western Wmld 558, d Duv \gms (4322) by Duv Timothy (708) 

2120 R. N.—Bertram \\ A Watnly, Chaldon Mtad, Cateiham, for Belrnda of Warren 

Class 231. —Kerry Heifers (not m-millc), bom tn 1923 or 1924 1 

2121 I. (£16 )—L Currii, Minley Manor, 1 arnborough Hants, for Minley Dorothy (Vol 21, 
p 13), born Much 23,1023 , t Sloe Drop 415, d Mrnky Midget 2445 by Valencia Lord 3rd 

70 

2130 H. (£10)—Tiif KiuiiY 1 states, Ttd, The Waircn House, Stanmore, Middlesex, for 
Duv Tereeta *3 >61, bom Marth 4, 192 3, bred bv Tohn O Null Chilton (rosshousis, 
Shrewsbury # Duv Dimon blO, d Duv Tigiess 352b by Duv lilrtxr (785) 

2127 in (£5 )—I ad\ 1 IT7GI rald Buckland Houst 1 iritigdon, for Minley Curley, bom May 
7, 1924, breo bv Lawrence fumt, Minlej Mnm i, 1 am borough, s Minley Major 613, 
d Minlty luhhit 1S30 by Minley Ro\er 287 

2129 IV (£4 )—C P Huntjr, lGdlind House, Ifougli Green, Ches r, for Rho- Ucha Help¬ 
mate 3721, bom Tan 6, 1024 , t College Pat 504, d Duryquin Dtwdrop 205a by 131 ick 
J^ime of fliragh 530 

2122 V (£3 )—Ini 1 imiiurst Tarmino and Trading Co,I td , llmhurst Farm, Slinfold, 
Sussex, for Elmhurst Dahlia (Vol ‘25, p 21), born 1 eb 25, 1924 , s O P H Plumose 
Watersheen 446 d Hittingky lit irty 26 38 by Watennlle Lord 424 

2131 R N — Tin kuiRY EsiATrs, Lt.j , for Valencia Ellen. 

H. C —2132 


Dexters. 

N B—In the Dexter Clauses, the nundjer inserted uttfin l rackets a per the name ol an animal 
indnates the number of such animal tn the Irish Deater Herd Book A nvmbir m'hout 
brackets indicates that the animal is registered in the Inglish Dexter H<rd lock 


Class 282. —Derter Bulls , bom tn or before 1923. 

2140 I. (£15, R N for Champion, » & R N tor Champion •)—W Lindsay I vj uard,M V , Rat- 
cliffe Hill, leicestei, for Brokenhurst Philip 726 bom March 13, 1921 bud by lady 
Kathleen Hare, Biokcnhurst Park, Hants, < Brokenhurst Monlla 061, d Poach 
Blossom of Claragh 2535 by Gort Ned 5th 607 

2139 n (£10)— Mr s C M L Caltort, Banwtll Castle, Ban well, Somtrset, for Wightwick 
Paul 804, born Tunc 6,1922, bred by Sir W liter H I vans, Bart, Wightwick Ilall, Wolver¬ 
hampton , s Oakndge Pat 67 3, d Oakridgo Beryl 2055 

2143 m (£6 )— Mrs Ernlst Johnson, Ashton Hayes, C hester, for Grmstead Famer 787, 
born April 1, 1922, bred by Lady Ioder, Leonardslee, Horsham, s Brockhampton 
Monarch 093, d Grinstead flora 2767 by Jiraishfleld Patrick 599 

2137 IV (£4) — Ttubtefs op Arlty Estate, Arlcy HaU, Northmch, Cheshire, for Arley 
Ajax 701, bom June 15, 1922, bred by the I arl of Essex, Bodmham Manor, S O , Hue 
fordshire s Havering Tucker 739, d llllongley liirt 2244 T b 

2138 R. N —Mrs F Atherton Brown, Bourton Bill Houst, Moreton In Marsh, for Bourton 
Bill Joek 

HC.—2147. C — 2141. 


1 Prizes, except Fourth and Fifth, givon by the British Keny Cattle Society 
1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty five Guineas, given by the Dexter Cattle Society, for 
the best animal m Claast b 232 to 236 _ „ , . .. _ A 

• Silver Challenge Breeders* Bowl, value Ten Guineas, given through the Dexter Cattle 
Society, for the best animal in Classes 232 to 236, which is already registered in the Be\tcr 
Herd Book, and 1 b the progeny of sire and dam already registered 
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Class 288.— Dexter Butts, bom in 1024. 

2155 L (£15.) — Alfred C. Kino, Braishfleld Manor, Romsey, Hants, for Braiihfidd Good- 
enough (Vol. 25, p. 10), bom May 29; s. La Mancha True Blue 703, d. La Mancha Goody 
2208 ¥ 8. 

2153 n. (210.) — Colonel W. 0. Gibbs, Home Farm, Barrow Gurney, Somerset, for Grinstead 
Wilfrid (Vol. 25, p 20), bora May 18, bred by Lady Lodcr, Leonardslee, Horsham; t. 
Brokenhurst Penny 2nd 094, d Grinstead Winifred 2953 fcv Braishfleld Patrick 699. 

2151 m. (£5.)— Mrs. E. Crawford, Thorpe Satchville Hall, Melton Mowbray, for Thorpe 
Crusader 897, bora March 9 ; 8 Brokenhurst Florian 724, d Baba of Hookstiles 2683 F S. 

2164 IV. (£4.) — Lady Kathleen Hare, Brokenhurst Park, Brockenhnrst, Hants, for Broken- 
hurst Pip 878, born May 14; i. Oakridge Budget 750, d. Peach Blossom of Claragh 2535 
by Oort Ned 5th (007) 

2150 R. N.—Miss Dora Box, The Hawthorns, Wheaton Aston, Stafford, for Wightwick Punoh. 
H. C.— 2149. C. —2148. 

Class 284.— Dexter Com (in-milk), bom in or before 1921. 

2172 I. (£15.) — Colonel W. O. Gibbs, Home Farm, Barrow Gurney, Somerset, for Barrow 
Dora 4th 2827, born May 28, 1919, calved Feb 11, 1925, bred by H M. Gibbs, Barrow 
Court, Flax Bourton, Somerset; i. Barrow Beau 3rd 622, d. Barrow Dora 2nd 2573 by 
Oakridge Mars ton Jack 512. 

2107 n. (£10.)—W. Lindsay Everard, M **., Ratcliffe Hall, Leicester, for Ffllongley Forest 
Fawn 2756, born July 19,1919, calved May 19,1925, bred by Mrs II J Nutt, Ratcliff o-on- 
Wreke, Leicester ; s Fillongley Forester 6.30, d Who’s Who 2540 fry Barrow Orphan 498. 

2108 HI. (£5.)—W Lindsay Everard, M P m for Fillongley Forest Flower 3143, bom Sept. 9, 
1920, calved Mav 19, 192‘i, brpd by Mrs II J Nutt, Ratcliffe-on-Wreake, Leicester; #. 
Fillongley Forester 630, d Fillongley Freesia 2491 F S 

2180 IV. (£4 )— Theo. A Stephens, Frensham Manor, Famhara, Surrey, for Venus of Hook- 
stile 3041 FS, ’ om Mav 2, 1910, calved May 8, 1925 

2170 V. (£3.) —W. Lindsay Everard, M P, for Puldnella 10th 2797, born June 27, 1919, 
calved April 19, 1925, bred bv E F Peyton, The Bock, lAjek-Wootton; *. Brokenhurst 
Coy Boy 530, d Puleinella 2nd 2201 tty Paganini 532. 

21' 7 3 R. N.— Lady Kathleen Hare, Brokenhurst Park, Brockenhurst, for Brokenhurst 
Peach. 

H. C.— 2171. C.— 2178. 

Class 235. —Dexter Heifers (in-milk), bom in 1922 or 1923. 

2187 I. (£15, Champion, 1 ft Champion.*)— Arnold H. Miller, Woodlands, Norwich, for 
Woodland Ranunoulus (Vol 24, p 137), born Feb. 15, 1923, calved May 23, 1925 ; t. 
Brokenhurst Rufus 2nd 695, d. Frycmlng Buttercup 2nd 2177 by Fryernlng Snowstorm 
601. 

2186 n. (£10.)— Alfred C. Kino, Braishfleld Manor, Romsey, Hants, for Braishfleld Petunia 
.3410, bora Aug 13, 1923, calved May 22, 1925 ; t. La Mancha True Blue 703, d. Castle- 
lough Patriria 2232 by Tlantol 564 

2182 HI (£5.)— Misr Dora Box, The Hawthorns, Wheaton Aston, Stafford, for Wightwick 
Dora 2nd (Vol. 23, p 154), born Dee 24,1922, calved March 31,1925 ; «. Fillongley Forest 
Fiend 784, d. Wightwick Dora 3206 by Oakridge Pat 672. 

2185 R. N. — Mrs Ernest Johnson, Ashton Hayes, Chester, for Bourton Hill Gipsy Love. 
H. C.—2183. C.—2189. 


Class 286.— Dexter Heifers (not in-milk), bom in 1923 or 1924.* 

2195 L (£15.)—W. Lindsay Evkrapd, M.P., Ratcliffe Hall, Leicester, for Ratcliffe Alleen 
3359, born June 24,1023 ; s. Oakridge Budget 750, d. Brokenhurst Pansy 2871 by Broken¬ 
hurst Morilla 651. 

2193 n. (£10.)— Mrs. C. M. L. Calvert, Banwell Castle, Ban well, Somerset, for Banwell 
Gladiolus (Vol. 25, p. 12), born July 20, 1924; i. Wightwick Paul 864, d. Maynards 
Gladiolus 3330 by Bagendon Nonsuch 687. 

2204 m. (£5.)— Arnold H. Miller, Woodlands, Norwich, for Woodland Fidelity (Vol. 25, 
p 24), born May 5, 1924; «. Grinstead Toreador 789, d. Woodland Friendship 8524 by 
Fillongley Falcon 656. 

2200 IV (£4)— Lady Katiilfhn Harr, Brokenhurst Park, Brockenhurst, Hants, for Broken¬ 
hurst Peach Bloom 2nd 8245, born Mav'9,1923 ; 8. Oakridgo Budget 750, d. Brokenhurst 
Peach Bloom 2707 b y Brokenhurst Morilla 651. 

2206 V. (£3.)— Theo. a. Stephens, Frensham Manor, Farnharo, Surrey, for Hookitfle'Valeria 
(Vol 25, p 28), born May 18, 1924 ; 8. Hever Rex 741, d Venns of Hookstile 3401 F.8. 

2190 R N.— Mrs, F. Atherton Brown, Bourton Hill House, Moreton-in-MarBh, for Bourton 
Hill Granny. 

_ajj—2191._ c.—2192. 

1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Twentv-flve Guineas, givon by the Dexter Cottle Society, for 

the best animal in Classes 232 to 230. 

■ Silver Ohallange Breeden’ Bowl, value Teu Guineas, given through the Dexter Cattle 

Society, for the best animal in Classes 232 to 280, which Is already registered In the Dexter 

Herd Book, mid Is the progenv of sire and dam already registered. 

• Prizes, except Fourth and Fifth, given by the Dexter Cattle Society. 
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Dairy Cattle. 1 

SIIOBTHOBN OB OF SHOBTHOBN TYPE 
The property of residents within the radius of the Cheshire Agricultural Society 
Class 237. —Dairy Cows (in-milk), the properly of bona fide farmers. 

2207 L (£10)—-A Broome V Sons, Puston Biod , \\ irnngton f>i Dowel 

2208 II (£6)— John ioii>, Bears Hi id I uni Simllwo d Smdl uti for Dairy Law 

2211 (£3 ) —1 ho mas Warburton, Hall L no 1 arm, Dausburj, Barrington, for Dairy- 

2200 IV. (£1)— John Jutchfn, Spring Bank Farm, Over, Winsford, for Beauty. 

2210 R. N.—Charles Badlk, Bettington larm, Tattcuhall, for Laurestina Rosebud. 

Class 238. —Dairy Cows (m calf ), to calve within 3 months of the Show, the 
property of bona fide farmers. 

2214 I. (£10) — JonN Iord, Blits He id larm, Smallwood, bandboch, for Phyllis. 

2216 n (£6 )—Thomas VVarbur-nin, Hill Line larm, Daicsbuiy, Wonington, lor Beauty. 
2213 m (£3)— John Foi i>, for Faithful 

2218 IV. (£1)— Jamls» Wild, jun, Grotto Farm, Over Peover, Knutsford, for Sparkling 
Princess. 

2212 R. N—A Brooml & Sons, Preston Brook, Warrington, for Edna. 

Class 239. —Recorded Dairy Cons {in milk), the property of members of a Milk 
Recording Society . 

2219 I (£10)—Jami-s Wild jun, Grotto 1 um, Over Ptovtr, Knutsford, for Mungnsdale 
Peavel (P 2545), born T u ly lo, 1J18, bred by I 1 lylor, Bcckside, Mungrisdalc, Pennth 

Class 240. —Recorded Dairy Cows {in calf), to calve within 3 months of the Show, 
the property of members of a Milk Recording Society . 

2221 i. (£10)— Jamls Wild, jun, Grotto 1 irm, Over Peover, Knutsf>rd, for Queeme 2nd 
(G 1898) 

2220 II (£6)—A Broo if fr Sons, Preston Brook, Wirrin^ton for T da (G 1601) 

2222 1Q (£3)—H P Mortimir, Kinsley Windmill tyWamngton jr Moonlight (G 3282). 

2221 IV. (£1)—H P. Mortimlr, for Kingsley Lady (U 3 jJ1) 


Milk Yield Classes. 


Class 241 .—Dairy Shorthorn Cows or Heifers. 


1324 I (£15)— Mauricl V \shton, Minton Grange, M ir I borough and Scotsgrove, Thame, 
for Preshute Pandora O ol 04, p lll)b), red born Oit 3 1 *17, t lived May 26,1 )2o, bred 
by t T lv Miuikr M niton Grange , * Jvnow&ley Precentor 120108, d Timbrel 21st by 


hmgsthorpe Toe 11221b 

1348 II (£10)— Mrs 1 M luzH oh Pin Power, Wrexham, for Rosette Pnm 4th 8217, red 
and little wlilti, born 1 1 b 17, 1J1U, c lived June 17, 193 bred by W 1 vylor Syktsido, 
Soulby, s Itoyil Stockman ll>I8i, d Boyette Prim fry Minium Rotin 112146 

1338 m (£5)— Caitain Arnold b Wins, Thoiuby Hall, Nuthimpton for Thomby 
Foggathorpe 2nd (Vol 01, i> 111 l), wluti, bom be pt 11, 1 )14, cihecl luiu 0 , 1 )25, t. 
I)tl idnought 102049, d D lpln llee 1 )gg ithorpe ird fry Liucistci \ictor 99312 

1300 IV. (£4)—M\ior b P YaiJS., for Sorbrook Foggathorpe (set Class 164) 

1339 V (£3) —Captain Arnold b Wills, for Thornby Foggathorpe 7th (Vol 04, p 1991), 
white, bom June 1, 1917, caliod June 12, 192a, * Drusua 115142, d lhornby Togga- 
thorpe 2ud fry lire idnought 10-019 

H. C.—1317, 1126, 1329, 1330, 1355, 1367. 


Class 242.— Non-Pedigree Dairy Shorthorn Cows or Heifers. 

1422 L (£15)—H A Brown, for Isabelle (see Class 167) 

1423 IL (£10)— H P Mortimer, for Lady GraoefuL ^SeL Class 167) 


Qla s s 243 .—Lincolnshire Red Shorthorn Cows or Heifers. 

1438 L (£15)—John Jvins & Son, for Burton Opal 2nd (See Class 172) 

1448 II (£10)— John 1 vens & Son, for Burton Cherry 4lh. (See Class 171) 

1452 m (£5 )—Iiujt Coionel Siu A G Wiigall, IvCMG, Pctwood Woodhall Spa, 
for Langford Polly 5th (V ol 21 p 3 !(>), bora In Sept, 1911, calved May 28,1925, bred by 
Beading A Sons, Jlectoiy 1 irm, Langford, Leclilade, s Burton Gay Boy 8842, a 
Langford Polly 3rd fry Burton Langford 7101 
1444 IV. (£4 )—Benjamin George Bowsir, Scothern Manor, Lincoln, for Soothers Flower 
(Vol 29, p 283), bom Oct 16, 1019, calved May 9,1925 , s William ol liallington 19362, 
d by Soarapton King Hal 7119. 

H. 0—1449, 1451 % 


Prizes given by the Chester Local (. omraittee 
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Class 245. —South Devon Cows or Heifers, 

1503 I (£15)—Waltfr Hunt, Tracey’s I arm, Berry Pomeroy, lotnes, for Milkmaid 0th 
10707, bom Sept 2,1010, calved April 13, 1025, bred by W S Harris, Anh larm, btoke 
Gibrlel, Totnes, « Well (hamplou 5210, d Milkm dd 4th 11044 by Dahlia Hero 2687 

1504 n (£10)—Waltlr Hunt, for Milkmaid 10th. (Sec Class 184 ) 

Class 246 .—Bed Poll Cows or Heifers . 

1567 I (£15)—-Major T A Morrison, D s o , for Sudbourae Comfit (Sec Class 190) 

1568 n (£10)—Waitiu Scrimgkoitk, for Tendnng Ploss 29th (See tliss 190) 

1557 HI (£5)—Viscount. Tolk*stonl, Iongford Cistk ballsburv, for Longford Ruby, 
bom Aug 19, 1915, calved April 25, 192o, bred by the 1 arl of Badnor Longford Castle , 
s Longford King 10762, d Longford Diamond 22172 by Demon 9789 

1505 IV (£4)—Major J A Morrison, DSO, for Basildon Clara 28489 born April 8,1020, 
calved June 21,1925 , s budbouino Miner 11492, d Brightwcll Clinker 23906 by Sir David 
1036) 

H. C —1566, 1566. 

Class 247 .—Blue Albion Cows or Heifers 

1640 I (£15)—1 H bwiRh A (Sovs, iBclliport and Mount lanns Market Drayton for 
Mount Kitty, bom in 1918, c lived • nn 5, 102o, bred by W H Hobson, Woodhcy Hall, 
Nantwich 

1645 H (£10)—Tohn D Sfals Home Tirm Snelston, Ashbourne, fonPike Kate 6024, 
calved June 20,192 j, breeder and age unknown 

Class 248 .—Bntish Pnesian Cows or Heifer* 

1767 I (£15, & Champion *)—Biktkam Parainson, Cushrld llill \rthmgton, leeds, for 
Thurston Karels tSmily 49 )8b bom Dei 5 1920 cilved June 17, U-> bud by G 1 
Liton Ihurstou Hill, Irainheld t> Kirkhill (imp) ivuicl 2nd 40 j1, d Hedges Lady 
Mun ly 15010 by Hedges Squill 1 i 

1772 II (£10, & R N for Champion 1 ) 1RIJNP Syri s Pickings Park Colnlrook Ducks 

foi Kingswood Ceres Daisy :>9)-8 loin Nov 21 1)1) itlvtd 1th 5 19->, bred hv 
Derate Hale Km^swood, landridge , s Hedges Second Series 6427 Pl,d Drookside 
Uiwkngg Dusy 20)42 by Biookside Liittiuups Joy 1015 

1753 HI (£5)—G Hull Thomas, Moitlidcin House Hughuidcn, High Wycombe, for 
Colton Sunray 32 Gj 0, bom Oct ol, 1 )18, cj 1\( d March 19 19-i, brtd by Hugh Brown 
1 olton Mims, Dunfermlmc , $ lei hug (imp ) \ic Bert us 4541, d Colton bunset 6868 by 
Colton Punt ui 9 > 

1774 IV (£4)—W audit Wallaci, Swangleys Tarm Kucbworth Station, Herbs, for Bladen 
Katy Did )7-o4, born leb 19, 191 ), calved Juno 22, 1925 bred by 1 It Dcbfiihxm, 
Brunt spud lie, Dore luster, * Blvdtn Garnet 689a, d oodcote Dragonfly 16642 by 
W u dt )te An hew 8 j5 

1750 V (£3)—1 UMsT 13 Hall, nales Hall Halts, Market Drayton for Hales limp 1922) 
Rika 6-0o(, born Mircli 23, 11-1, e ilvt d 1 eb 28,192a, bre d by 1 e ploe Brotln ro, Molteno, 
Cipe Providence , 8 Kopjeskraal Muthus 3rd 2100 S A 8 L , d Ncgcrrn 1067 b A b B 
by Ideaal 479) IRS 
H. C—1756, 1762 


Class 249 .—Ayrshire Cows or Heifers 

1885 L (£16)—A W MovTOOMLRir, Lessnessock, Ochiltree f >r Beuchan Rome 5th 56787 
born Oct 24,1917, calved Tunc 16, J925, bred by the Misses All in Lcuchau, lhornliill, 
s Holehouse Sunrise 11044, d Beuchan Bosk 2ml 3612) ty Bench in Golden Gift 9i6l 
1881 H (£10 )—Jamis How if, for Fnendlesshead Blossom 4th (See tliss 2114) 

1879 in (£5 )—Major O Banpolph Dudolov, tirgtu Holm Dumfries tor Cargen Holm 
Miss Robb 7th 71710, bom Mirch 20, 191S, calved June 6,192 >, & Dililbblc Masterpiece 
102a6, d Cargen Holm Miss ltobb 3rd 42507 by Auchcnbrain Drummic 0106 
H.C.—) 878 


Class 250.— Guernsey Cows or Heifers 
19)5 I (£15 )—Waiti r Dunkfis, for Starlight Broom (Sio Class 216 ) 

1939 H (£10) —Mrs J L Kirby, Manor House, Redbridge, Southampton, for Dawn of 
Meadow View 17566, fawn and white, born Nov 28, 1920, calved June 10, 1925, bied by 
1 Browning, Norgiots, St Andrews, Guernsey, 8 Gyre ne s Lad of the Bouvets 4252 P b , 
B G A S , d Goldena of the Norgiots 14843 P 3 , 31 G A S by Vivandicr 3290 P S , 
EGAS 

3944 HI (£5 )—Sir Jamts RrwNANr, Bart , M P , for Dene Lady Hester. (See Class 216 ) 
3916 IV (£4) —Samufl b*MMFNs, for Trevarthian Favourite (bee Class 216) 

1037 V (£8)—Miu> 7 L Lius, for Rowanberry 81st. (bee Class 216) 

H. C—1930, 1932, 1950, 1962 


1 Champion Prize of £)0, with £5 to the "Reserve Number, given by a Society interested in 
the production of milk, for the Cows obtaining the highest number of points in the Dairy Short 
horn, Lincolnshire lied bhorthom, Devon, South Devon, Bed Poll, Blue Albion, and British 
Friesian Milk Yield Competitions 
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CUbs 251 .—Jersey Cow* or Heifers . 

2037 L (jftlS/Ch&mpion, 1 ft Special *)—T B Iicbfrt 1 krrt, Blue Hayes, Brood Clyst, Devon 
for Blue Hayes Sporran (Vol 32, p 280), whole colour, bom Dec 16,1017 calved Feb 13, 

__l** 25 i, 8 Hotspur 12657, d Blue Hayes Scottle by bimpkins Chief 10446 

2031 IL (£10, ft B. N for Champion *)—Mas ] vn y v, Wottan Home Dorking, for Fairlawne 
Hussy (Vol 30, p 271), broken colour, bom Aug 8 1016, calved Fib 4,1925, bred by 
W M Cazalet, Fairlawne, loubndgt, s bir loby 12154 d Hussy Uth (Imp ) by Mac - 
Dougal 0333 

2050 in (£5)— Grosvbnor Birry, for Postmistress (Sec Class 224) 

2046 IV. (4)—B. Brucf Ward Oodinton Ashf >rd Kfnt for Pirouette (Vol 34, p 407), 
whole colour, bom April 3,1020, calved May 10,1025, s Prometheus 13301, d Caper by 
Capsicum 10892 

2047 V. (£3)—It Bruci Ward, for Privet (\ »1 14, p 411), whole colour, bom May 3,1920, 
calved March 17 1925 , s Prometheus 13391, d Lv rgrocn by CatillonB Prince 11639 
H. C.—2030, 20 5, 2045, 20»3, 2071 

Olass 252.— Ker~y Cows or Heifers 

2111 I (£15, Champion, 3 & Champion 4 )—lui hi kky Lstaies, Ltd , for Valencia Eileen 3rd 
(bet (lass 2-9 ) 

2108 IL (£10, B N for Champion, 3 & R N lor Champion *)—5 he LivmursT 1 arming and 
Tradivo Co , Itd foi Flora of Carton (&« • Cliss ?29 ) 

112 m. (£5 )—Ihf Klrry i siat] s 1 i n for Valencia Sunflower 2804, born March 18, 
1921, calved Miy 10, 192>, bred bv the Knight of Kerry, Vilenria Island, s Czar of 
Carton (506), d Sheen 10th (-"ob) by Klliuoina Lord 6th (098) 

H C— 2110, 2113 

Class 253 .—Dexter Cow* or Heifer*. 

2103 I (£15) —Mrs T Athfrtov Browv, Bourton Hill H mse, Moreton m Marsh, for 
Bonrton Hill Scarlet Pimpernel 3UH7, born m 1920, calved March 26, 1925, breeder 
unknown 

2159 H (£10)—The iRUSTErs of the Arti v Estate Arley Hall Northwich, for FiHongley 
Flotsam 3292 bora M i> 28 1920 ralvidMiy2- J >2 j bn d by Mrs H J Nutt, Hat* liir< 
m Wreake, leicestcr, s Oikiulgc Scout 0/4 d Iillonglty lathom -414 1 b 

2180 m (£5)— I in Kev It Linqard Simkin for Oakndge Emerald 3rd. (Sec ( lass 234 ) 

2179 IV (£4)— Mrs C L Piiaard, Ihc Guy Hous< 1 oiton, Garsting for Qaemmore 
Princess 1018 born Iune 20,1921, cal\ ed April 19,192o * Brok Uuibt Che rry ltipc 047, 
d Coit Primula 7th -627 by Cort Ned 5th 611 

2171 V (£3)—Colon rt \\ O Ciubs, Home I win Barrow Gurney, Somerset, for Barrow 
Bee 6th 3187, born Turn n 19-1, calved Mi) -1 1325, brad by G M Gibbs, Gratwicko 
Hall, I lax Bourton, s O ihridge batrip 59 3, d Barrow Bcc 2nd 1826 by Barrow Gaptun 
993 

H C—2108 


Batter Tests. 

Class 254a.— Cons, exceeding 900 lb live weight 
2037 I (£15, ft G M ‘)—r B Imbiii-Iirrv foi Blue Hayes Sporran (See Class 251) 
2031 H (£10, ft SH 1 )—Mrs Lvil\n tor Fairlawne Hussy (See Cliss 251 ) 

17”2 m (£5 )—Fr»nd Svkis for Kingswood Ceres Daisy (Set Cliss 248) 

3 338 IV (£4 )—Caitain Aknoi d b \Mlln for Thomhy Foggathorpe 2nd. (bee Class 241) 
1646 V (£3 ) - I H Swu E A So\b, for Mount Kitty (Set Gl iss 247 ) 

H C—1324, 13-6, 1330,1348, 1300, 1383, 1448, 1451, 1452, 1^03, 1504,1507, 1568,1636, 
1750 

2046 Certificate of Ment •—It Britcr Ward, for Pirouette 
20o4 Certificate of Ment *—0 J Philiiis for Fly’s Sweetheart, 

Class 254b.— Cows, not exceeding 900 lb. live weight 
2050 I (£15, ft B M*)— GROSvrNOR Bfrry, for Postmistress. (See Cliss 224 ) 

1939 n (£10 )—Mrs J h Kirby, for Dawn of Meadow View (bee Glass 250) 

1 Champion Prize of £20, with £5 to the Reserve Number, given by a Society interested 
In the production of milk for the Cons obtaining the*highest number of points In the Ayr- 
shire, Guenibey and Itisey Milk 'ih Id Competitions 

3 SpeeiU Prize of £10 10s given by the Jtoyal Jersey Agricultural Society, for the Jersey 
Cow obtaining the greatest nun bci of points in Cliss 251 

• Champion Pnro of £10, with £5 to the Leseivc Number given by a Society interested in 

the production of milk, for the lows obtaining tin liighibt number of points in the Kerry and 
Dexter Milk Yield Competitions . . .. 

4 Ihe " Elmh urst " Perpetual Silver Challenge Cup, value I lfty Guineas, given by the 
British Kerry Cattle Society, for the Kerry Cow m Class 252 gaining the liighest numbei of 

^MMd Medal, Silver Medal, and Bronze Medal given bj the English Jersey Cattle Society, 
for thi three Jersey Cows obtaining th( gre .test number of points in the Butter Tests 

• Ccitiflcate of Merit, given by the English Jersey Cattle Society, for Jersey Cows not being 
Prize Winners, obtaining the following points Cowb four (years old and under, o0 joints , 
Cows over four yean old, 35 points 
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2047 m. (26.)—H. BBtros Waed, for FM (See Cleae 261 ) 

2044 IV. (£4.)—L E Tubbs, The* Priory, Stevenago, Herts, for Queen Elisabeth (Vol 30, p. 
300), whole colour, bom Jan 12, 1916, calved March 15, 1925, bred by D. A Bevan, 
Royston; » Rcdstreak 12122, d Regina by Fox’s King 7505 
204 r > V. (£3) —R Bruch Ward, for Miranda’s Law, (See Class 223 ) 

2053 ftarhfioate of Merit*— Colonel L 0 Gisborne, C M G , for Cid’i Raleigh Spectre. 


GOATS . 2 

Glass 255. —Toggenburg or British Toggenburg Female Goals (in-milk), any age . 

!L226 I. (£5, ft Champion *)—Mrs John 0 Strari r, St igshiw House, Corbndge, for Leases 
Hackee 443, born 1 cb 15, 1920, kidded Jan 0,192'), s Brendan 1 rid ly 349, d Leazes 
Hickberry S04 by Copt home BUllken 274 

2224 IL (£3)—Miss Alexandir, Byard-, Lod^e, Knaresborough, for Stookwell Coroopois 551, 
bom Tune 29, 1923, kidded Miy 6, 1925; » Kdel 524, d Korea 518 

2227 in.(£2 .)—Mrs A M Taylor, Grey Trl irs House, Chester, f >r Feltham Merrymaid 5495, 
bora April 18, 1922, kidded April 1, 1924, bred by E A Wolmsley, Mattlngley Green, 
Hartley Wlntney, Hants , s Ilamestall Provost Marshal 3870, d 1 elthani M irlgold 3066 
by Leases Lucky Haltou 2578 

2225 R. N. —Miss Marjorie Henderson, The Riding, Hexham, for Sandhill Gassy. 

Glass 256. —Saanen or British Saanen Female Goats (in-milk), any age . 

2220 L (£5.) —Mrs Arthur Abbey, Didgemore Hall, Roydon I ssex, for Didgemere Dentehla 
59o7, bom Mirch 31, 1923, knldf d April 27,1925 , t Didgi mere Duncan )550, d Pipei of 
Bashley 4504 by Edmstead Pluck 007 

2235 H. (£3)—Mrs John C Siraklr, St ij>hnw House, Corbrldge, for Leazes Fibarena 5941, 
bom May 1, 1923, kiddod Sept 4, 1024, s Shawbarena 31, d Leizes Fidelia 4425 by 
Leazes Harvest 388. 

Glass 257.— Anglo-Nubian Female Goats (in-milk), any age 

2237 L (£5, ft Champion 4 )—Miss K Pfiiy, Theydon »Plue, Epping for Nash Bdlona 
127 j, boin March 2> 1920, kiddtd Mirth 24, 1925, br» d by w Horne, Nash (ourt, 
Westwell, Kent, & 1 denbnek Dmans 843, d Nash 13clla 1112 by Ldenbrtck Midas 740 

2238 H. (£3.)—MibS K Pfiiy, for Theydon Belladonna 1 >12, bora Sept 13, 1922, kidded 
May 14, 1925, s Theydon Mmoui 1138 d Nish Belli 1112 try Ldenbrtck Midis 740 

2239 m (£2 .)—Mins K Pti r \, for Theydon Almond 1444, born 1 tb 26,1922, klddc d I < b lb, 
1925, s Edenbreck Klito 947, d Regius Aginlppo 895 by Wigmoro Norman 562 

2241 R. N —Mrs C L Pickard, llit Grey House, 1 orton, Garstang, for Edenbreck Thora. 

Class 258. —British Alpine Female Goals (tn-mtlk), any age. 

2243 L (£5, Champion,* ft Champion*)—M rs Arthur Aubly, Didgemere Hall, Roydon, 
Essex, tor Didgemere Dawdler 5075, bora June 1,1921, kidded 1 in 23, 192o , t Prophet 
of 13ishley 3775, d Piefirtuct 2779 by Leazes lucky Hilton 2575 

2245 H. (£3, ft Champion T )—M rs ARrnuR Aiiiiky, for Didgemere Dream 5965, born Feb 
17, 1923, kidded May 10, 1925 , « Prophet of Bislik} 377a, d Withdcan Countess 2855 
by Leares Lucky Helton 2575 

2246 in. (£2 )—Mrs Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Dusky 5083, born May 6,1921, kidded 
March 14, 1925, s Prophet of Basilic y u775, d Jra btarry 4 384 by Ldenstead Cactus 
2382 

2244 R. N. —Mrs Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Delilah. 

C.—2248 

Glass 250. —Female Goals (in-milk), any age, any other variety, not eligible for 
Classes 255 to 258 

2251 L (£5) —Mrs Mohcom, The Clock House, Brumsgrovo, for Leazes Fortitude 3710 
(AngloSwlss), bom March 4,1919, kiddtd M irch 12,1 )25, brr d by Mrs btrakt r, Hi xham ; 
« Leazes Heydon 3-65, d Lews J>ad> 1 ortune 2173 by Broxboumt Adveral 1947 

2250 n (£3)—Miss Marjorie Hinp*kson, The Riding, Hexham, for Riding Topaz 5816 
(Anglo Nubian Swiss), bora 1 eb 18, 192 >, kidded April 12, 1925, * Doohfour Onyx 
4605, d Riding Tulip 3730 by Miyfitld lipperary 2418 

2252 HL (£2.)—Mrs RobH Ediih Wrolouton, rurrmgdons, Morriott, Somerset, for South 
Petherton Friesian 5775 (Anglo Nubiin Swiss), born Jan 29,1923, kidded May 13,1925; 
« Jan of Tienante 5213, d South Pethtiton Invol 7264 by Proud 2853 

* Certificate of Ment, given by the English Jersey Cattle Society, for Jersey Cows, not being 

Prize Winners, obtaining the following points Cows four yoars old and under, 80 points, 

Cows over (our years old, 35 points. 

1 £30 towards these Prizes wen given by the British Goat Society 

* Breed Challenge Certificate, given by the British Goat Society, for the best Toggenburg 

Fenuue Goat, over 2 years old 

4 Breed Challenge Certificate, given by the British Goat Society, for the best Anglo Nubian 

Female Goat, over 2 years old 

* Challenge Certificate, given by the British Goat Society, for the best Female Goat, over 

2 years old, that lias borne a kid. 

4 Bronze Medal, given by the British Goat Society, for the best Female Goat. 

t Challenge Certificate given by the British Goat Society, for the best Dual Purpose Goat. 
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2238 Cup. 1 * —Misa K. Pblly, lor Theydon Belladonna. (See Claas 257 ) 

2237 R. N. for Cop. 1 —Miss IC. Pblly, for Nash Bellona. (See Claas 257 ) 

2246 2266 Cop.*— Mbs. Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Dusky and Didgemere Design. 

2244 & 2253 R. N. for Cup.*— Mrs. Arthur Abbby, for Didgemere Delilah and Didgemere 
Deborah. 

Class 265 .—Milk Yield Class , Quantity , open to animals entered in Classes 255 

to 259. 

2245 I. (£5.)— Mrs. Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Dream. (See Class 258) 

2246 n. (£3.)— Mrs. Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Dusky. (See ClasB 258) 

2244 m. (22.)— Mrs. Arthur Abbey, for Didgemere Delilah. (See Class 264.) 

2251 IV. (£1.)— Mrs. Morcom, for Leases Fortitude. (See Class 250) 

2235 V. (10s.)— Mrs John C. Stuakkr, for Leases Fibarena. (See CIosh 256.) 

2226 R. N. —Mrs. John C. Straker, for Leases Hackee. 

H. C.—2248. 


SHEEP. 

Oxford Downs. 

Class 266. —Oxford Down Shearling Rams. 

2285 L (£10, & BJf. for Champion *), & 2284 IL (£5.)—Hugh William Stilgoe, The Grounds, 
Addcrbury, lianbury. 

2283 HL (£3), dr 2282 R. N.—GILBERT W. Overman, The Manor Farm, Wcasenliam, King’s 
Lynn 

H. C. —2286. C— 2287. 

Class 267. —Oxford Dovm Ram Lambs. 

2292 I. (£10.) —11 W. Hobbs & Sons, Ltd , Kelinsoott, Lechlade 

2293 n. (£6 .)—Evan Jeffries, Glebe Farm, Wlndnisli, Burford, Oxon 

2288 HI. (£3), & 2289 R. N.— Henry Akers & Co , Moat House, Black Bourton, Claufleld, 
Oxon. 

H. C.—2290, 2291. 0—2294. 

Class 268. —Three Oxford Down Ram Lambs. 

2296 L (£10, Champion, 3 & Champion. 4 )— Henry Akers & Co., Moat House, Black Bourton 
Claufleld, Oxon. 

2209 IL (£5.)— It W. Hobbs & Sons, Ltd , Kelrascott, Lecliladc. 

2297 HI. (£3.)—Major It. F. Fuller, Great Chalfleld, Mclksham, Wiltshire. 

2300 R. N. —Evan JeffriBs, Glebe Farm, Windrush, Burford, Oxon. 

H. C—2298. C—2301. 

Class 269. —Oaford Dovm Shearling Ewes. 

2305 I. (£10, R. N. for Champion, 4 & Champion *), & 2306 R. N. —Hugh William briLGOE, 
The Grounds, Addcrbury, Banbury. 

2304 IL (£5.)— Evan Jeffries, Glebe Farm, Windrush, Burford, Oxon. 

2303 in. (£3.)—W It Gantlett Son, Manor Form, Fairford, Glos. 

Class 270. —Three Oxford Down Ewe Lambs . 

2310 L (£10, & R. N. f or Champion.*)—It. W. Hobbs <k Sons, Ltd., Kelmscott, Lechlode. 

2307 IL (£5.) — Henry Akers & Co., Moat House, Black Bourton, Clanlleld, Oxon. 

2311 HL (£3.)— Evan Jeffries, Glebe Form, Windrush, Burford, Oxon. 

2308 R. N. —Major R. F. Fuller, Great ChaMeld, Melksham, Wiltshire. 


1 The “ Pomeroy " Challenge Cup, given through the British Goat Society, for the best 
Anglo-Nubian entered in the Anglo-Nubian section of the Society’s Herd Book winning the 
highest number of points in the Milking Classes. 

1 The “ Dewar ” Cup, given through the British Goat Society, for the Exhibitor showing a 
Female Goat in milk, and a Goatling, under certain conditions. 

• Silver Cliullenge Cup, valuo £25, given ttirough the Oxford Down Sheep Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Male exhibit in Classes 266 to 268. 

4 Tho “ Heythrop ’* Silver Challenge Cup, value £75, given through the Oxford Down Sheep 
Breeders’ Association, for the best exhibit in Classes 266 to 270. 

4 Silver Challenge Cup, value £25, given through tho Oxford Down Sheep Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Female exhibit In Classes 269 and 270. 
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Shropshires. 

Class 271. —Shropshire Two Shear Rams . 

2814 L (110, Champion, 1 & R. N. for Champion.*) —Captain F B F Bibby, Hardwicke 
Grange, Shrewsbury 

2317 Si (4$)— Wiiliam rvERALL, Slirawirlme Cistlc, Shiewsbury 

5* S£M“i lR , s 'J, 1 1 , N . UE lhor P c » 1 unworth foi Thorpe Prince Charlie. 

2320 IV. (£2)—J <t Pm, Peo\er Hall 0\er Peovir, Jwiutsford, for Peover Monarch. 

bred by 1 A Buttir, C or^ton, Coupir A gus 
2322 R. N.— Th* ] \ors ob thl lati Joeiiua Hirse Wheatley, Berks well Hall. Co\entry. 
for Shrademont. 

H C. —2321 C— 2335 

Class 272. —Shropshire Shearling Rams. 

2334 L (£10, & R N. lor Champion l )— Ldwaiid Craig Tanner, Eyton-on Severn, Cross 
Houses, Salop 

2330 H (£6)—L and T Nook, Hirrington Hill, Shifml, Silop 
2325 in. (£3 ) -H A Brown, (••ott House, Grcndon, Atherstone 

2331 IV. (£2)—N J Nunmriin, lern llill House, Market Drayton, Salop 

2327 V. (£1) -'William ] virait, Shrawardme Custh, Shrewsbury 

2328 R. N.—Mrs W r Inch Ihorpe, Tam worth 
H C -2324, 2320 C -2,23 

Class 273.— Three Shropshire Shearling Rams * 

2344 I (£10, ft Champion )—N J Nunn i rti \ Tern Hill Houst Market Drayton, Salop 
2310 n (£5) —H A Brown, ( rolt H ill'll, Grendon, Atherstone 
2145 m. (£3)—lmviiD ( raig Unmr ] >ton on bcv« rn Cross Houses, Salop 
2343 IV. (£2 )— r and T Nock, H irrinpton H ill, Shifnal, Silop 
2337 R N—Captain 1 B F Bibby, Hardwickt Grmge, Shiewshury 
H. C. 2340, 2o42 

Class 274. —Three Shropshire Ram Lambs. 

2346 I (£10) —H A Brown, Cioft House, Gundon, Attnrdonc 

2350 II (£5)—N J Nttnmiii Y, Tern llill House, Wirkit Drayton, Salop 
2349 in. (£3) —1 and b Nock, liunngtni Hill Shifnal, Silop 

2347 R If- Wilimm Lukaii, Shriivudme Cistle, shiL»vsbury 

H.C.- 2352 C-2j>1, -3 >3 

Class 275. —Three Shropshire Shearling Eves 
2 357 I (£10), A 2358 in (£3 )—Mrs W l Tnqf, Ihorpe 1 imworth 
2155 n. (£5)—H A Brown Croft House, (,rendon, Atherstone 

2 361 R N.- Thj L\ous opthi lati Joshua Hirst Win uley, Bcrkswoll Hill, Con entry 
H. C— 2,54 C — 2359 

Class 276. —Three Shropshire Ewe Lambs. 

2368 L (£10 )—Fdward Craio Iannfr, L yton on Severn Cross Houses, Salop 
2362 IL (£5)—H A Brown, Croft House, Grendon Atlieistone 
2 36 3 m (£3 )—Wiljiaw 3 \i rat L, Shruwardlm Castle, Shrewsbury 
- 366 R. N — N T NUNNrRLEY, J i rn Hill House, Market Drajton, Salop 
H. C. 2305, 2309 C—2,04, 2307 


Southdowns. 

Class 277.— Southdown Two Shear Rams 

2370 I. (£10, & R N. for Champion. 4 )— Sir Jiremiah Colman, Bari , Gatton Tark, Surrey 
2373 II. (£5)— I \ni Iudlow, Luton Hoo, luton, Beds 

2371 m. (£3), A 2372 R. N.— Lady Fitzgerald, Buckland, Taringdon, Berks 
H. C—2374 

Class 278.— Southdown Sheprlmg Rams 

2379 L (£10, ft Champion 4 )—Lady rmoHRALP, Buckland, Taringdon, Berks 

2380 n. (£5 )—Lad\ Ludiow, Luton Hoo, Luton, Beds 

2382 m. (£3.)- R Metherelj 3c Son, Thomey Manor, Fmsworth, Sussex. 

2378 IV. (£2.)— Sir Jurfmiah Colman, Bart , Gatton Park, Surrey 
2384 R. H.— J Pierpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Aldenham, Watford 
H.C.—2381 C—2375, 2377 


1 Champion Silver Medal, given by the Shropshire Sheep Breeders’ Association, for the best 
Ram in Classes 271 and 272 

* The “ Baton ” Silver Challenge Cup, value Fifty Guineas, given through the Shropshire 
Sheep Breeders' Association, for the best evhiblt of Shropshire Sheep in Classes 271 to 276 


■ Champion Gold Medal, v 
Ram in Classes 277 and 278 
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Class 270. —Three Southdown Shearling Rams. 1 

2888 X. (810.)—Sib Jbrxkiah Colman, Baht , Gatton Park, Surrey. 

2800 n. (85.)—Lady Ludlow, Luton Iloo, Luton, Beds. 

2886 IIL (83.)—His Majesty the King, Sandringham. 

2801 R. N.—R Methekkll A Son, Thornoy Manor, Emsworth, Sussex, 

fl. 0.—2389. a—2387. 

Class 280. —Three Southdown Ram Lambs. 

2395 L (810.)—The Earl op Derby, K G., Hatchfleld Farm, Newmarket. 

2394 n. (85.)—Sm Jeremiah Colman, Bart., Gatton Park, Surrey. 

2399 EL (83.)—J. Pikrpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Aldenham, Watford. 

2396 R. N.— Lady Fitzgerald, Buokland, Faringdon, Berks. 

H. C.—2302. C.—2398. 

Class 281. —Three Southdown Shearling Ewes . 

2404 I. (810, ft Champion.*)—J. Pierpont Morgan., Wall Hall, Aldenham, Watford. 
2403 n. (85, ft R. N. for Champion. 1 )—Lady Ludlow, Luton Hoo, Luton, Beds. 

2402 IIL (83.)—Sm Jerdmlah Colman, Bart , Gatton Park, Surrey. 

2400 R. H.—His Majesty the King, Sandringham. 

H. C—2401. 


Class 282.— Three Southdown Ewe Lambs. 

2410 I. (810.) —Lady Ludlow, Luton Hoo, Luton, Beds. 

2408 n. (85.) —The Earl of Derby, K.G., Hatchfleld Farm, Newmarket. 
2412 in. (83.) —J. Pierpont Morgan, Wall nail, Aldenham, Watford. 
2407 R. N. —Sm Jeremiah Colman, Bart , Gatton Park, Surrey. 

H. C.—2405. C.—2400, 2409, 2411. 


Hampshire Downs. 

Class 288. —Hampshire Down Shearling Rams. 

2410 I. (810, ft Champion.')— James Goldsmith, Blendworth, Horndean, Coaham, Hants. 
2418 n. (85.)— Major and Mrs F. li. T. Jervoise, Herriard Park, Basingstoke. 

2420 m. (83.)— Major J A. Morrison, D S O., Basildon Park, Goring, Heading. 

2414 IV. (82.)—H. W. Bishop and J. W. Measures, Pendloy Stock Farms, Tring. 

H. C—2422. C.—2418, 2417. 

Class 284. —Hampshire Down Ram Lambs. 

2426 L (810.)— Jambs Goldsmith, Blendworth, Horndean, Cneham, Hants. 

2432 H. (85.)— V. T. Thompson, Norton Manor, Sutton Seotney, Hants. 

2428 HI. (83.)— Major and Mrs F. H. T. Jervoise, Herriard Park, Basingstoke. 

2429 IV. (82.)— Major J. A. Morrison, D 8 O , Basildon Paik, Goring, Heading. 

2433 R. N.—Colonel C. W. Soper Whitburn, Amport, Andover. 

H. 0.—2425, 2431. 0.—2424, 2427, 2430. 

Class 285. —Three Hampshire Down Ram Lambs . 

2437 I. (810, ft R. N. for Champion.*)— Major J. A. Morrison, D.S.O., Basildon Park, Goring, 
Reading. 

2439 n. (85.)— Colonel O. W. Soper Whitburn, Amport, Andover. 

2436 in. (83.)— Major and Mrs. F. H T Jervoise, Herriard Park, Basingstoke. 

2435 R. N.— James Goldsmith, Blendworth, Horndean, Gosham, Hants. 

H. C.—2438. C.—2434. 

Class 286. —Three Hampshire Down Shearling Ewes. 

2440 L (810), A 2441 IL (85.)— Major J. A. Morrison, D.S.O., Basildon Park, Goring, 
Reading. 

2442 m. (83 .)—Colonel C. W. Soper Whitburn, Amport, Andover. 

Class 287. —Three Hampshire Down Ewe Lambs. 

2446 L (810.)— Major J. A. Morrison, 1)30, Basildon Park, Goring, Reading. 

2443 n. (85.)—H. W. Bishop and J. W. Measures, Pendley Stock Farms, Tring. 

2447 HI. (83.)—V. T. Thompson, Norton Manor, Sutton Seotney, Hants. 

2445 R. H.—Major and Mrs. F. H. T. Jervoise, Henlard Park, Basingstoke. 


1 Prizes given by the Southdown Sheep Society. 

1 Champion Silver Modal, given by the Southdown Sheep Sooioty, for the best Pen of Ewes 
or Ewe Lambs in Classes 281 and 282. 

* Champion Prize of £10, given by the Hampshire Down Sheep Breeders* Association, for the 
best exhibit In Glasses 283 to 287. 
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SufEolks. 


Class 888.— Suffolk Two Shear Rams. 

2449 L (810.)—Be L. Barclay, Hlgham, Bury St. Edmunds, for Babraham Hkbain Deans 1 
17522, bred by 0. R. W. Adeane, C B., Babraham. Cambridge. * 

2460 ZL (85.)—S. R. Sherwood, Playford, Ipswich. 

Class 289.— Suffolk Shearling Rams, 

2457 L (810.)—S. R. Sherwood, Playford, Ipswich. 

2453 IL (85.)—T. W. Goodouild, The Change, Great Yeldham, Essex, for Carlton Impr o ver 
18308. bred by the Exors. of the late Sir Ernest Cassel, Carlton Grange, Newmarket. 
2452 HL (83.)— Lieut.-Colonkl 0. Brook, Klnmount, Annan, for Winmnnnt Energy. 
2451 R. N.—R. L. Barclay, C.B.E., Hlgham, Bury St. Edmunds. 

H. C—2458. a—2450. 


Class 290.— Suffolk Ram Lambs. 

2469 I. (810, & R. N. for Champion. 1 * * 4 )—W. F. Paul, IClrton Lodge, Klrton, Ipswich. 

2405 IL (85.)—G. A. Goodouild, Gt. Yeldham Hall, Gt. Yeldham, Essex. 

2462 HI. (83), & 2461 V. (81.)—Sir Ernest Cass cl’s Exors , Carlton Grange, Brinkley, 
>+ Newmarket 

2470 IV. (82.)—8. R. Sherwood, Playford, Ipawioh. 

2404 R. N. —G. R. O. Foster, Ana toy Hall, Trumpington, Cambridge. 

H. C.—2400. 


Class 291. —Three Suffolk Ram Lambs. M 

2480 L (810.)— w. F. Paul, Kirton Lodge, Klrton, Ipswich. 

2477 IL (85.) —G. A. Goodohild, Gt. Yeldliam Hall, Gt Yeldham, Essex. 

2474 IIL (83.) — Sir Ernest Oasskl's Exors , Carlton Grange, Brinkley, Newmarket. 
2470 IV. (82.) —G. R. O. Foster, Anstey Hall, Trumpington, Cambridge. 

2481 R. N. —S. R. Sherwood, Playford, Ipswich. 

Class 292. —Three Suffolk Shearling Ev*i. 

2483 I. (810.) —R. L. Barclay, C.B.E., Hlgham, Bury St. Edmunds. 

2488 n. (85.) —W. F. Paul, Klrton IiOdgo, Klrton, Ipswich. 

2484 m. (83.) — Lieut.-Colonel C Brook, Kiamount, Annan. 

2485 R. N.—T. W. Goodohild, The Change, Grout Yeldham, Essex. 

Class 293. —Three Suffolk Ewe Lambs . 

2497 I. (810, St Champion. 1 )—W. F. Paul, Kirton Lodge, Klrton, Ipswich. 

2491 n. (85.)— Sir EliNKST Cassei/s Exors , Carlton Grange, Brinkley, Newmarket. 

2493 HI. (83.) —G. R. O. Foster, Anstey Hall, Trumpington, Cambridge. 

2494 IV. (82.)—G. A. Goodcuild, Gt. Yeldham Hall, Gt. Yeldham, Essex. 

2498 R. V.—S. R. Sherwood, Playford, Ipswich. 


Dorset Downs. 

Class 294 .—Dorset Down Dams, Shearling and upwards, 

2600 I. (810, St R. N. for Champion.*)— Hooper Bros., Newburgh Farm, Wlnfrith, Dorset 
for ram born in 1924. . . 

2503 n. (£5.)— Randolph Tory, Charlsworth, Blaudford, for ram bom in 1924. 

2502 IIL (83.)—P. and C. Seward, Weston, Petersfleld, for ram bom in 1924, bred by Mrs. 
L. de Rothschild, Exbury, Southampton. 


Class 295 .—Dorset Down Ram Lambs. 1 
2606 L (810.)— Hoofer Bros., Newburgh Farm, Wlnfrith, Dorset. 

2604 IL (85). St 2505 R. N.—Mrs. Lionel db Rothschild, Exbury, Southampton. 
2507 QL (88.)—P. and C. Seward, Weston, Petersfleld. 

Class 296 .—Dorset Down Shearling Ewes. 

2514 L (810. St Champion.*)— Hooper Bros., Newburgh Farm, Wlnfrith, Dorset. 
2513 IL (85)1 * 2512 HL (83.)— Mbs. Lionel db Rothschild, Exbury, Southampton. 


1 Perpetual Challenge Plate and £5 in cash, given by the Suffolk Sheep Society, for the best 
exhibit 111 Classes 288 to ?93. _ „ „ 

* Prizes, except Fourth, given by the Suffolk Sheep Society. , . 

• Champion Prize of £5, given by the Dorset Down Sheep Breeders Association, for tbA best 

exhibit in Classes 294 to 296. ^ , . , ._. .. 

4 Prizes given by the Dorset Down Sheep Brooders* Association. 
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Dorset Homs. 

Class 2fl7.— Dorset Horn Shearling Rama, bom on or after November 1, 1923. 

2517 L (£10.)— Frank J M arson & Son, Farrmgdon, North Pethortou, Bridgwater 

Class 298.— Dorset Horn Ram Lambs, bom on or after November 1, 1924 1 
2520 L (£10)— Frank J Merson & Son, larringdon, North Pethcrton, Bridgwater, lor 

Uorioo’i Chester Laddie* 

2519 IL (£5.)—Jb rank J Merson ft Son, for Merton’s Chester Boy. 

2518 HL (£3.)— Frank J Merson <L Son. 

Class 299. —Three Dorset Horn Shearling Ewes, born on or after 
November 1, 1923. 

2j22 L (£10.)—Sir Charleb Seely, Bart , Gatcombe House, Isle of Wight 

2o21 n. (£5)— Frank J. Mkrson & Son, Farringdon, North Petherton, Bridgwater. 


Wiltshire or Western Homs. 

Class 800. —Wiltshire or Western Horn Rams, Two Shear and upwards 2 * 
252.> I. (£10, &R. N. for Champion. 8 )—Lewis Lewis, Manor Farm, Crick, RAi«by, for Simpson 
Vietory 161, born in 1923, bred by C J Janes, Ihe Mount, Simpson, Bletchlev 

2528 IL (£5 )— William B sourni rnwood, Gubbkcore, Tring, for Hnloore Surprise, born 
m 1923, bred by G Verey, Hulcore, low caster 

2524 HI. (£3.)—W. 31 Jerman, Penyor^edd Ccmlyn, Ccmaes Bay, Anglesey, for Wigan 
Champion 24o, born in 1922, bred by W J Roberta, Frogwy Fawr, Anglesey 

Class 801. —Wiltshire or Western Horn Shearling Rams 

2529 I. (£10)—Joseph Brodik, Brockhall, Weedon, for Brookhall Sergeant. 

2o31 IL (£5 )—J. S Roads, Norduck House, Aston Abbotts, Aylesbury, for Nordnek Banger, 
bred by W J Coates, The Lodge, Newport Paguell 

2530 m. (£3 .)—-Randall Bros , Moulsoe Buildings 1 arm, Newport Pagnell, for Monlsoe 
Invincible. 

Class 802. —Three Wiltshire or Western Horn Shearling Ewes 
2534 L (£10, ft Champion.*)—J. S Roads, Norduck House, Aston Abbotts, Aylesbury 

2532 n. (£5.)—Joseph Brodie, Brockhall, Weedon 

2533 HL (£3.)—Lewis Lewis, Manor 1 arm. Crick, Rugby. 

Ryelands. 

Class 303. —Ryeland Rams, Two Shear and upwards 
2j42 L (£10.)— Thomas L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton, Hants, for Herald of Ashe, 
born in 1922, bred by F T Gough, Lugwardmo, Hereford 
*2544 n. (£5.) — David J Thomas, Talachddu, Brecon, for Talaehddn Glory, born in 1923 
2543 HL (£3.)—J? W Morris, Bryndarwen 1 arm, LLmgasty, Talyllyn, Brecon, for Brynderwen 
Foreman 1312, born in 1923 

2541 IV. (£2.)—Thomas L Martin, for Ashe Radios, bom in 1923 
2536 R. N.—Edward Davies, Oaklands, Brecon, for Talaehddn Guard. 

H. C.—2537, 2538, 2539. 

Class 804. —Ryeland Shearling Rams . 

2 >51 L (£10, ft Champion. 4 * )—'Thomas L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton, Hants, for 

Ashe Dandy. 

2555 IL (£5, ft B. N. for Champion. 4 )—David J. Thomas, Talachddu, Brecon, for Talaehddn 
Hallmar k. 

2549 HL (£3.)— E W. Langford, Ltd , Wye Bridge, Hereford, for Pomona Donoghne. 
2548 IV. (£2 )—Mrs Herbert-Huddleston, Clytha Park, Abergavenny, for dytha Paragon. 
2552 R. H.—Thomas L. Martin, for Ashe Star. 

H. 0.—2550, 2554. C.—2545, 2546, 2547. 

Class 805. —Three Ryeland Ram Lambs. 

2561 L (£10)—Thomas L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton, Hants. 

2557 IL (25.) —Hubert Groom, Warhain, Wells, Norfolk 
2560 HL (£3.)—E W Langford, Ltd , Wye Bridge, Hereford. 

2556 R. a.—M ark Fenwick, Abbotswood, Stow-on the-Wold. 


1 Prizes given by tho Dorset Horn Sheep Breeders’ Association 

• Prizes given by the Wiltshire or Western Horn Sheep Society 

• The “ Brampton Ash ” Silver Challenge Cup, value len Guineas, given through the Wilt¬ 
shire oi Western Horn bhc op Society, for the best exhibit in Classes 300 to 802 

4 Sliver Challenge Cup, gnen through the Ryeland Flock Book Society, for the best exhibit 

In Classes 303 to 307 
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Class 806 .—Three Ryeland Sheading Ewes 

2569 L (£10)—E W Langford, Ltd , Wye Bridge, Horoford 
2566 n. (£5 )—Hubi rt Groom, Warliam, Wells, Norfolk 

2570 IEL (£8)— Thomas L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton, Hants. 

2565 B N. —Mark 1 lnwiok, Abbotswood, Stow on tho Wold 

H. 0.—2564, 2508 

Class 807 .—Three Ryeland Ewe Lamb* 

2571 L (£10)-— Hubert Groom, Warham, Y-ells, Norfolk 

2574 XL (£5.)— Thomas L Martin, Ashe Warren House, Overton, Hants 
2573 m. (£3 j—E W Langford, Ltd , Wye Bridge, Horoford 

2572 B. N.—F H Healing, Chapel Harm, Walton Girdiff, Tewkesbury 

Kerry Hill (Wales). 

Class 808 .—Kerry IIiU (Wales) Rams, Two Shear and upwards 
2580 I (£10)—J C Jonhs, Gruig, Llanfair, Welshpool, for Goitre Lieutenant 8331, bom in 
1922, bred by W R Garfield, Goitre, lurry, Mont 
2585 IL (£5 )—The Duke of Westminster, G C V O , D b O , Baton Hall, Chester, for 
Eaton Oberon 0056, bom in 1923 

2583 m (£3)— Ihe Farl of Powis, Fowls Castle. Welshpool for Farlands Tantalus 0110, 
born in 1023, bred by J Humir, lhe 1 irlmds, Brampton Brim 

2582 IV (£2)—L D Moori , Brampton Brim, Herefordshire, for Maesmawr Recorder 8550, 
born in 1922, brtd by 1 Kinsey, Maesmawr, Goersws 

2584 V. (£1)— Mm L Tate, bwmford Lodge, Rugby, for Swinlord Hotspur 0605, bom in 
1921 

2576 R. N—W V Dayieo, Fontrcnmt, Church Stoke, for Ragdon Orator. 

H. C—2575 

Class 309 .—hury Hitt (UaTVs) Slaarhng Rams 
2594 T. (£10)— The Marquess of Londonderry, K G , P C , Plus Machynlleth, Machynlleth, 
Mont, for Great Weston Yeoman, bred bj 1 Toni s A Sons, Great Wt ston, Montgomery 

2588 II (£5)—Ben Aldirson, Glanmlhcli, Kerry, Mont, for Kerry Uxter, bred by Mrs 
Pugh, Jamesford, Montgomery 

2601 m. (£3 h- The Duke of WssiMiNbTi r, GCVO, DSO, L von Hall, Chester, for 
Eaton Prototype 

2692 IV (£2)— Ihomas Jonls, Gnat Weston Farm, Montgomery, for Great Weston Young¬ 
ster. 

2589 V. (£1)— Dinam Estates Company, Llandinam Hall Tarm, Llandinam, Mont, for 
Gweraygoe Edgar 

2598 R. N —The Karl of Powis, Fowls Castle, Welshpool, for Powysland Jester. 

H. C.—2699 


Class 810. —Kerry UiU (W alts) Ram Lambs 
2603 L (£10)— David Plrcival Barnett, Walterston, I lane irfan, Gowbridge 
2616 IL (£5) — Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Welshpool, for Leighton Imp 
2616 m. (£3)—L D Moori , Brampton Brian, for Brampton Envoy 

2608 IV. (£2) — Thomas Jones, Great Weston Tarm Montgomery, for Great Weston Zeal 
263■* V. fflL) —The I arl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool, for Powysland King. 

2609 R. H.—W H Leslie, Bryntanat, Llanaantflraid, Mont 

Class 3X1 .—Thiee Kerry HtU (Wales) Sheading Ewes 

2628 I. (£10)— Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall, Welshpool 
2631 n. (£5 )—Mrs L Tatf, Swmford Lodge, Rugby 

2629 IIL (£3)—The Larl of Powis, Powis Castle, Welshpool 

26 5) IV. (£2)—The Duke of Westminster, G 0 V O , DSO, Eaton Hall, Chester 
2625 V. (£1)—W H Leslie, Bryntanat, Llansantffraid, Mont 

2630 R. N.—Stewart Robinson, The Ovals, Kington, Herefordshire 

Class 312. —Thiee Kerry Hill (Wale?) Ewe Lambs 1 

2639 L (£10.)—E D Moorb, Brampton Brl vn, Herefordshire 

2640 n (£6)— Captain J M Naylor, Leighton Hall* Welshpool 

2641 IIL (£3)— Stewart Robinson, iho Ovals, Kington, Herefordshire 
2636 R. N.—Lord Harleoh, Brogyntyn, Oswestry. 

H. C.—2637, 2638 


Lincolns. 

Class 318 .—Lincoln Two Shear Rams 

2645 L (£10)— Clifford Nicholson, Horkstow Manor, Barton on Humber, for Horkstow 
M anor Golliwog 

2646 II (£5), & 2647 m. (£3.)— Rawnsley & Tindall, Park House, Loath, and Well Vale 
Alford, Lines 

2643 R. N — J. H Dean & Sons, Heath House, Nocton, Lincoln 

1 Prizes given by the Kerry Hill (Wales) Flock Book Society. 


P 
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Class 814. —Lincoln Shearling Rama . 

2668 L (£10, St Champion. 1 )— Oletfobd Nicholson. Horkstow Manor, Barton-on-Hnmber. 
2066 1L (65, ft B. H. lor Champion. 1 )# A 2656 B. N. — Charles B. Howard, Nocton Also, 
Lincoln. 

2668 HL (£3), A 2652 IV. (£8.)—J. H. Dean A Sons, Heath House, Nocton, Lincoln. 

2061 V. (d.) — Rawnsley a Tindall, Park House, Louth, and Well Vale, Alford, linos. 

Class 815. —Three Lincoln Shearling Rams. 1 

2673 L (£15.)—Rawnslbt A Tindall, Park House, Louth, and Well Vale, Alford, linos. 
2660 IL (£10 .)—Charles B. Howard, Nocton Rise, Lincoln. 

2666 HL (£5.)—J. H. Dean A Sons, Heath House, Nocton, Lincoln. 

2671 IV.(£3.)—Clutord Nicholson, Horkstow Manor, Barton-on-Humber. 

2605 B. N.—Thomas Campion, Bast Heslerton, York. 

Class 816. —Three Lincoln Ram Lambs. 

2674 L (£10.)— Ernest Addison, Riby Orange, Stalllngboro*, linos. 

2676 IL (£5), A 2677 B. N.—J H Dean A Sons, Heath House, Nocton, lines. 

2081 HL (£3.)— Rawnsley A Tindall, Park House, Louth, and Well Yale, Alford, lines. 

H. 0.—2678. 


Class 817.— Three Lincoln Shearling Eioes. 

2684 L (£10), A 2685 B N. —Charles B Howard, Nocton Rise, Lincoln. 

2682 H. (£6.)—Ernest Addison, 111 by Grange, btaillngboro’, Linos. 

2088 1IL (£3.)— Rawnslby & Tindall, Park House, Louth, and Well Vale, Alford, linos. 

Class 318.— Three Lincoln Ewe Lambs. 

2601 L (£10), A 2692 B. N.—J. H. Dean A Sons, Heath House. Nocton, Lincoln. 

2680 II. (£6.)— Ernest Addison, lliby Grange, Btalllngboro*, lines. 

2604 HL (£3.)— Rawnslly A Tindall, Park House, Louth, and Well Vale, Alford, linos. 


Leicesters. 

Class 319 .—Leicester Shearling Rams. 

2608 I. (£10, St Champion a ), A 2607 IL (£5.)—W. Jordan, Eastbum, Driffield. 

2701 HL (£3.)—R. Megginson, Garton Field, Driffield 

2702 TV. (£2.)—0. H. Simpson A Sons, Castle House, Hunmanby. 

HL a—2690. C.—2695, 2606. 

Class 320 .—Leicester Ram Lambs. 

2704 L (£10), A 2705 HL (£3.)—W. Jordan, Eastbum, Driffield. 

2706 IL (£5.)—R. Megginson, Garton Field, Driffield. 

2708 B. N.—C. H. Simpbon A Sons, Castle House, Hunmanby. 

0.—2707,2709. 


Class 321 .—Leicester Shearling Ewes . 

2718 L (£10, ft B. N. for Champion.*)—0. H. Simpson A Sons, Castle House, Hunmanby. 
2714 H. (£5), A 2713 m. (£3.)—W Jordan, Eastbum, Driffield. 

2716 IV._(£2.)—R. Megginson, Garton Field, Driffield. 

2712 B. N.—Holtby A Stocks, Haywold, North Dalton, Driffield. 

H. a— 2717. a— 2710. 


Class 822 .—Leicester Em Lambs. 

2720 L (£10.)—W. Jordan, Eastbum, Driffield. 

2724 IL (£5), A 2725 B. H.— C. H. Simpson A Sons, Castle House, Hunmanby. 
2722 HL (£3.)—R. Mbgkukson, Garton Field, Driffield. 

H. a—2721. 


1 Champion Prbe of £5, given by the Lincoln Longwool Sheep Breeden* Association, for 
the best Horn In Classes 313 and 314 

* Prizes given by the Lincoln Longwool Sheep Breeden* Association. 

• Silver Medal, given by the Leicester Sheep Breeden* Association, for the best 
exhibit In Classes 310 to 822. 
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Border Leicesters. 

Glass 328 .—Border Leicester Bams , Two Shear and upwards . 

2727 L (210. ft Champion. 1 )— John Young, Skonington Mains, Hartford, N.B., for Sandy- 
knowe Astrologer, bom In 1022, bred bV T. and M. Templeton, Sandyknowe, Kelso. 
2726 H. (£5.)— William Davidson, East Learmouth, Corahill-on-Tweed, lor High Faroe, 
bom in 1921, bred by £. and W. B. Dickinson, Longcroft, Berwick. 


Class 324 .—Border Leicester Shearling Bams . 

2728 L (210.)— William Davidson, East Learmouth, Comhlll-on-Tweed. 

Glass 825 .—Border Leicester Ewes, Two Shear and upwards , with lambs at foot. 
2729 1^(110 }“—William Davidson, East Learmouth, Oorahill-on-Tweed, lor ewe, bom in 

Glass 326.— Border Leicester Shearling Ewes. 

2782 L (210, ft R. N. for Champion. 1 )— John Young, Skerrington Mains, Hurlford. for 
ewe, bred by T. and M Templeton, Sandyknowe, Kelso. 

2730 IL (25.)— William Davidson, East Learmouth, Comhlll-on-Tweed. 

2781 HL (23.)— John Moore, St. Demlol’s Ash, Ha warden, Chester. 


Wensleydales. 

Class 327 .—Wensleydale Bams , Two Shear and upwards. 

2786 L (210.)— John Dargue, Buraeslde Hall, Kendal, for Carper by Blue Prinoe 3088, bom 
in 1922, bred by J. Hargrave, Wath, BJpon. 

2737 n. (25.)— John Pkrcival, Easthouse, Carperby, Yorks, for Royal Leicester, bom in 
1923, bred by F. Foster, Callow Hill, Bipon. 

2734 HL (23.)— The Marquis of Bute, E.T., Dumfries House, Old ^imnoek, for Roseburn 
Holme, bom in 1923, bred by J. W. Greensit, Holme-on-Swale, nirsk. 

2738 R. N.—J B Smalley, Blrkby Hall, Cark-in-Cartmel, for Berwick Dreadnought 
H. a—2733, 2736. 

Class 328 .—Wensleydale Shearling Bams. 

2745 L (210.)— John A Willis, Manor House, Carperby, Yorks. 

2743 H. (25.)— John William Greensit, Holme-on-Swale, Think, for ram, bred by Edward 
Alfred Greensit, Holme Lodge, Thlrsk. 

2739 HL (23.)—John Allison, Howgrave Hall, Klrkllngton, Bedalo. 

2744 R. N.— John Peroival, Easthouse, Carperby, Yorks. 

H. C.—2746. €.—2740, 2741. 

Class 329 .—Three Wensleydale Shearling Bams. 

2750 1. (210.)— John A. Willis, Manor House, Carperby, Yorks. 

2748 IL (£5.)— John Peroival, Easthouse, Carperby, Yorks, for rams, bred by J. O. Brockle- 
bank, Grange-over-Sands. 

2747 HL (23.)—John William Greensit, Holme-on-Swale, Think. 

2749 R. N.—J. B. Smalley, Birkby Hall, Cark-in-Cartmel, for Blrkby Monaroh, Blrkby Victor, 
and Birkby Challenger. 

Class 330 .—Wensleydale Shearling Ewes. 

2751 L ( 210 .) — John Allison, Howgrave Hall, Klrkllngton, Bedale. 

2752 IL (25.)— John William Greensit, Holme-on-Swale, Think. 

2758 HL (23.)— John Peroival, Easthouse, Carperby, Yorks, for ewe, bred by J. Q, Brockle- 
bank. Grange-over-Sands. 

2755 R. H.— John A. Willis, Manor House, Carperby, Yorks. 

H. 0—2754, 2756. 

Class 331 .—Wensleydale Yearling Ewes , shown in Wool* 

2758 L ( 210 .) — John William Greensit, Holme-on-Swale, Think. 

2760 H. ( 25 .)— John Prkciyai, Easthouse, Carperby, Yorks, for ewe, bred by J. Allison, 
Howgrave Hall, Bedale. 

2701 HL ( 23 .)— J. B. Smalliy, Blrkby Hall, Cark-in-Cartmel, Lance, for ewe, bred by G. 

Dickinson, The Mount, Cark-ln-OartmeL 
2757 R. N.— John Allison, Howgrave Hall, Klrkllngton, Bedale. 

XL 0.—2759. 

1 Perpetual Silver Challenge Cup, value Sixty Guinoaa, given by the Society of Bdhder 
Leicester Sheep Breeden, for the best Karo or Ewe in Classes 828 to 326. 

• Prizes given by the Wensleydale Longwool Sheep Breeders* Association, 
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Kent or Romney Marsh. 

Class 882 .—Kent or Romney Marsh Two-Shear Rams. 

2765 L (210, & Champion 1 ), A 2704 m. (23.)— John Lqlktox Qurstld, The Firs, Cheiiton, 
Kent 

2762 n. (26, & R. N. for Champion. 1 * )—! RAYNnt TiriTS, Grcenhill, Otham, Maidstone. 

2763 R. N.—Ihjs ElRL OF GUILFORD, Waldcrshart Paik, Dover 

Class 883 .—Kent or Jiomncy Marsh Shearling Rams. 

2774 I (210), 2773 IL (25), k 2772 IV. (22)— John Eorrton Quested, The Firs, Cheriton, 
Kent 

2775 m (23)—AsniEf Sirvi ns, Davington Hill, Fivershim 
2770 V. (21)— The Lakl ok Guiltord, Wildtrsharo Pirk, Dover 
2770 R. N —Waliir Jj. Wood, Chokes Court, bittmgboume. 

C-2768, 2770 

Class 834 .—Three Kent or Romney Marsh Shearling Rams* 

‘2787 I. (220), A 2786 H. (215.)— Town Loi uton Qui sti p, The Firs, Clienton, Kent 
27H8 El. (£10.) —Asdli Y Stem ns, Dmnffton llall, laversham 
2782 IV. (26), <V 2783 R. N — Ihi I^a ol Guiliord, Waldcrshaio Pa*k, Dover 

H.C.—2785 C—2780,2780 

Class 835 .—Thiee Kent or Romney Marsh Ram Lambs. 

2701 L (210), A 270o n. (25.)— John Loi klon QuE-.ii<r>, The Tirs, Cluiiton, Kent 
2791 m. (23), A 2702 R. N — I iil L\rl of Guilford, Wildoisharo Paik, Dovor 
H. C.— 2700 C.— 2704 

Class 836 .—Three Kent or Romney Marsh Shearling Ewes. 

2801 L (£10, & Champion *), 2700 m. (23), A 2800 R. N. - John Lofuioy Quitted, The 
lirs, ( hcriton, Kmt 

2798 II. (25) —Ihe Lirl of Gittlfoiid, Waldershare Park, Dovor 
H. C.—2797 C. -270b. 

Class 387 .—Three Kent or Romney Marsh Ewe Lambs. 

2806 I. (210, & R N for Champion s ), 2805 IL (£5), A 2807 m. (£3 )—Joiiv Lolrton Qulsted, 
The I lr-i, ( Ik ill on, hint 

280T R N. — Lm Caul of Guilford, Walderaharo Park, Dover 
H. C—2ft02, 2804 


Gotswolds. 

Class 838 .—Cotswold Shearling Rams 4 

2H10 I (£10), 2808 II. (£5), A 2800 m (£3.)—WILLIAM Garne, Aldington, Talrford, Glos. 

Class 339 .—Cotswold Ram Lambs. 

2811 I (210), 2811 H. (£6), & 2812 m. (£3 .)—William Garne, Ablmgton, Faiiford 
Class 340 .—Cotswold Ewe Lambs. 

2815 L (210), 2814 H. (26), A 2816 m. (23.)— William Garne, Ablmgton, Talrford 


Devon Long-Wools. 

Class 841 .—Deton Long-Wool Shearling Rams. 

2817 I (210), A 2818 XL (26.)— .Thomas John Pearcey, Peadhlll, Tiverton 

2820 HL (23), A 2819 R. N.—Frederick White, Torweston, Willlton, Someiset 

Class 342 .—Devon Long-Wool Shearling Ewes. 

252} L (210), A 2822 m. (23.)— 1 RBPrRiOK White, Torweston, Wllhton, Somerset 

2821 IL (25 )— 1H0MAS John Peargry, Peadhlll, Tiverton. 


1 Champion Prize of £1010#, given by the Kent or Romney Marsh Sheep Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Ram in Classes 312 and 833 

• Prizes given by the Kent or Romney Marsh Sheep Breeders* Association 

* Champion Prize of £1010#, given by the Kent or Romney Marsh Sheep Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, foi the best Pen of Ewes or Ewe Lambs m Classes 836 and 337. 

4 Prizes given by the Cotswold Sheep Society. 
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South Devons. 

Class 343.— South Devon Earns, Two Shear and upwards 1 
2825 L (S10 )— J R Hall ITT, Sherfonl Brrxton, Plymouth, for Crolt Ho. 5 ol 1923 18741, 
born m 1923, bred by 1 Miyo, ( roft, Kingsbndgc, De*on 

2828 II (£5 ) -Herbi rt Whitley, l’rimli y, Paignton, for Twelvewoods No. 8 o! 1922 17810, 
born in 1922, bred bv II Body, lutlvi woods, Luskeaid, Cornwall 

2820 m. (£3)—J R IUllltt, for Halletts No. 10 o! 1923 18820, bom in 1923 

Class 344. —South Devon Shearling Earns . 

2814 L (£10) -HlfRBriiT WHiniY, Pnmle>, Paignton 

2810 n (£5) -J R If att Err, Sherfonl, Brixton, Plymouth, for Halletts No 3 19719 

2829 m. (£3) -J R Hath i r, for Halletts No 2 19718 

2832 R N— T W b*MONs, Lust bheiford, Bn\ton, Phmouth 
H.C— 28Jo 

Class 345. —South Devon Earn Lambs 1 
28*19 I (£10)—llrRREKi Whiili\, Prlmli > Paignton 
2838 H (£5)—T W svmoni, ] ist blurford, Bruton, PUmouth 
2836 HI (£3)— T It Hat iFir, Shtrford, Bruton, Plymouth 

2815 R. N— William Chari* s llicr, Ninswhydon St (.dumb, ( ornwall 

Class 346. —South Devon Shearling Ewes. 

2843 I (£10), A 2844 H (£5)—Hirbfrt WiUTHA, Primlcy Paignton 
2840 m. (£3 —Wjliiam Charles Bicb, Nansuhydcn, bt tolumb, Cornu ill 


Looks. 


Class 347 .—honk Earns , Shearling and upwards. 

-815 L (£10 )— Thomas Brush aw, T)c in 1 inn Portsmouth Jodinorden, for Hill Top Swell, 
lv 11 born in 1921, hi id by Miss A lltdmin, Mill lop laun, Packet Well, Hebden 
Bridge 

2848 H (£5)—Aitrfi) 1a*lor, Piinee Bank I arm 1 limb hi Uosstndilo, for Prince 
Bank Billie, born in 1923, bred by lhoinis Bnyshiw, Dtau rin, Port mouth, lod 
moiden 

2846 HI (£3 )—Harr* O Mm iii it, Blackmoor larm Oxenhope, Keighley, for Blackmoor 
Jim R 12, born in 1922, bred by <* H Hall, Mount Plcmnt, Ovmhope, Keighley 


Class 348 .—Lonk Shearling Ewes 

2849 i (£10)— Ihowas Bra* siIAW, l)c m T ’arra, Portsmouth, Todmordm 
28>L H (£6), A 28 At R N IFaj R* O Miinhili, Blackmoor larm Ounhopc, koighleA 
2856 m (£3.)— Aifrld Ia*lor, Prince Bank larm, Lumb m Robscndale, for Prince Bank 
Peggy. 

H. C. -2852 

Swaledales. 


Class 346.— Swaledale Earns , bom m or before 1923 
28>7 I (£10.) —Josiih Wiliiam Dint, 1 ur View, Middlitonm leesdile, Dulington, for 
Loop Forward A 417, born in 1923, bred by A A Dent, Pistun J nd, bouts 
2858 H (£5) —John Jawrinoi Piaioik, Punch ird llousi, Aikengaitlidik Richmond, 
Yorks, for ram, born in 1923, br< d by J Oh ashy, Heggerscilc, Kabcr, Wistmoilind 
28 j9 HI (£3)—Ioiie Lawkenci PrAOOCK, for Billy B 286, born m 1922, bicd by William 
Aide rson, ThrlnglU, Kirkby btephen 


Class 350.— Swaledale Earns, born in 1924 a 

2860 I. (£10)—TobFPii William Dent, Fair View, Middleton in Teesdilc Dulington 
2862 H. (£5) — John Lawrence Peacock, Punehard House, Arkengarthdile K lUclunond, 

Yorks 

2861 HL (£3.)— Joseph WiLUAU Dent, for ram, bred by C Hutchinson, blelghtholm Bowes. 

Class 851.— Two Sualedale Ewes, bom in or before 1923. 

2866 I (£10.)—John Wfarmoutu, Nettle Pot, Luncdale, Middleton m iiesdale, Darlington, 
for ewes, bom In 1022 

2864 H. (£5), <te 2865 HI. (£3 )— Tohn Lawrence Peacock, Punehard House, Arkcngarthdale, 
Richmond, Yorks, for ewes, bom In 1922-2J 

Class 852.— Two Swaledale Ewes, bom in 1924.* 

2869 L (£10), 2807 IL (£5), & 2868 HL (£3.)— John Lawrence Placock, Punehard House, 
Arkengarthdalo, Richmond, Yorks 


Prizes glyen by the South Deyon Flock Book Association 
Prizes glyen by the Swaledale bheep Breeders’ Association 
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Herdwicks. 

Class 868 .—Herdwick Rams, Two Shear and upwards. 1 
2874 L (£10.)— Richard N Wilson, Middle Row, Wasdale Head, Gosforth, Cumberland, for 
Wasdale Conqueror, born in 1920. 

2872 n (£5.)—S D Stanley-Dodgson, Armaside, Cockermouth, for Chapel Home 2908, 
born in 1920, bred by Thomas Tees dale, Chapel House, lreby. Cumberland 

2870 HL (£3.)—Lord Lsoonsfibld, Cockormouth Castle. Cumberland, for Dash Newcastle 
8966, born in 1921 

2871 R. N.— Sir John H. Ramsdhn, Bart , Muncaster Castle, Ravenglaas, Cumberland, for 

Park. 


Class 854. —Herdwick Shearling Rams. 

2879 I. (£10.)—S D Stanley Dodoson, Armaside, Cockermouth, for Double Chance. 

2876 H. (£5.)—Lord Lboonfield, Cockeimouth ('astle, Cumberland, for Dash Defiance. 
2878 HL (£3 .)—Sir John F Ramsdev, Bart , Muncaster Costlo, Ravenglass, lor Raven Drag. 

2877 R. N.—Sir John F. Hampden, Bart , for Chapel Hill. 

Class 855. —Herdwick Shearling Ewes. 

2885 L (£10.) — S D Stanley DodgSi Armaside, Cockormouth 

2883 H. (£5.)—Sir John F Ramsden, (Uki , MuncasUr Costlo, Ravengloss. 

2880 m. (£8), <te 2881 R. N.—William John Kellltt, PIob Newydd farm, Ruthin. 

Cheviots. 

Class 858. —Cheviot Rams, Two Shear and upwards .* 

2887 I. (£10)—John Robson, Newton, Torsct, North Tyne, for ram, born in 1923, bred by 
John Robson, Junr , Lynegar, Watten 

2886 H (£5)—J 1 and JT J Dodd, Riccarton, Newcastlcton, boni in 1921 

2890 HL (£3.) — John Robson, jtjnr, L>negur, Watten, Caithness,ior Millknowe HoUosnoe 
4037, bom in 1923, bred by John Robson, Millknowe, Duna. 

2889 R. N—John Robson, junr , for Millknowe £350. 

Class 857. —Cheviot Shearling Rams. 

2893 L (£10), & 2892 HL (£3.)—John Robson, Newton, laraet, North Tyne 
2895 H. (£5 .)—John Robson, junr , Lynegar, Watten, Caithness, for Lynegar Style. 

2891 R. N.—J T. and J. J. Dodd, Riccarton, Newcastleton. 

Class 858. —Cheviot Shearling Ewes. 

2897 L (£10), A 2898 H. (£5.)— John Robson, Newton, Tarset, North Tyne 

2900 m. (£3), A 2899 R. N.—John Robson, junr , Lynegar, Watten, Caithness. 

Black-Faced Mountain. 

Class 859. — Black-faced Mountain Rams, Shearling and upwards. 

2908 L (£10.)— Octavius Monkhouse, Cowslull, Wearhead, Co. Durham, for Sunbeam, born 
in 1921. 

2901 IL (£5)—Captain T 8 Christie, Wardrew, Gilsland, via Carlisle, for Dandy Drnmont 
561, bom In 1922, bred by J. Robson, Newton, Target. 

2905 UL (£3.)—James Deughar, Middleton, Wooler, for ram, bom in 1923, bred by Charles 
Cad sow, Weston, Lanarksliiro 

2911 IF. (£8 >—John Robson, Newton, Tarset, North Tyne. 

HL a—2907. 

Class 860.— Black-faced Mountain Shearling Ewes. 

2915 L (£10.)—John Robson, Newton, Tarset, North Tyne. 

2913 IL (£5), A 2912 HL (£3.)—Octavius Monkhousb, Cowshill, Woarhead, Co Durham. 

Welsh Mountain. 

Class 861 .—Welsh Mountain Rams, Two Shear and upwards.* 

2920 L (£10.)— Major Brio J. W Platt, Madryn Farm, Aber, North Wales, for Plasnewydd 
Jonah B.Q. 8 1886, bom in 1923, bred by Lt.-Col. E. W. Griffith, Pirn Newydd, Trefnant. 
2928 IL (£5.)— University College oi North Wales, College Farm, Aber, Bangor, for 
Nantyrham O. 8 1242, bom in 1922, bred by the late Owen Prico, Nantyrham, Cray, 
Brecon 

2916 HL (£8.)— Captain W. Best, Vivod, Llangollen, for Vlvod P. 4 1295, bom in 1928. 

1 Prizes given by the Herdwick Sheep Breeders* Association. 

• Prizes given by the Cheviot Sheep Society. 

• Prizes, except Fourth, given by the Welsh Mountain Flock Book Society. 
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2018 17. (£2.)— Thomas Ellis, Penyfed, Tynant, Oorwen, for Penyfed P. 11844, born In 1828, 
bred by Robert Roberts, Arllen Vawr, Llangynnog. 

2022 R. N.— Robert Ivor Roberts, Dyserth Hall, Flint, for Dyserth Spofcyn Du. 

Class 862.— Welsh Mountain Shearling Rams. 

2026 L (£10.)— Major J. J. P. Evans, Lovesgrove Farm, Llanbadam, Aberystwyth, for 
Plynlyman Speculation. 

2034 IL (25.)— University College or North Wales, College Farm, Aber, Bangor, for 
Snowdon S. 15. 

2035 m. (£8.)— University College or North Wales, for Snowdon S. 23. 

2031 IV. (£2.) —Major Eric J. W. Platt, M.idryn Farm, Aber, North Wales, for Madryn g. 7. 
2028 V. (£L) —Lt.-Col. E. W. Griffith, Plasnewydd, Denbigh, for Plasnewydd Dick 1658. 
2033 R. N, —Robert Ivor Roberts, Dyserth Hall, Flint, for Dyserth Brenin S. 7. 

H. a—2032. 


Class 368 .—Welsh Mountain Ram Lambs . 

2047 L (£10.)— Robert Ivor Roberts, Dyserth Hall, Flint. 

2046 IL (£5.)— Maj or Erio J. W Platt, Madryn Farm, Aber, North Wales. 

2044 IIL (£8.) — Richard Lloyd, Gllddaugoad Farm, Tremelrchton, St. Asaph. 

2048 IV. (£2), & 2940 V. (£D— University Collbgb or North Wales, College Farm, Aber, 

2040 ILJNL— Major J. J. P. Evans, Lovesgrove Farm, Llanbadam, Aberystwyth. 

H. 0.—2037. 

Class 364 .—Welsh Mountain Fives, Two Shear and upwards , with lambs at foot. 
2050 L (£10.)— Major W. Marshall Dugdale, D.S O., Llwyn, Llanfyllin, Mont., for Royal 
Record, bom in 1020. 

2954 IL (£5.)— Lt.-Col. E. W. Griffith, D.S O., Plasnewydd, Denbigh, for Plasnewydd P. 45. 
2055 IH. (23.)— Major Erio J. W Platt, Madryn Farm, Aber, North Woles, for Madryn 
N. 28, bom in 1922. 

2957 IV. (£2.)— University College of North Wales, College Farm, Aber, Bangor, for 
Snowdon P. 61, bom in 1923. 

2053 R. N.— Major J. J. P. Evans, Lovesgrove Farm, Llanbadam, Abe rystwyt h, for Dyserth. 

Class 365 .—Three Welsh Mountain Shearlirm Fives. 

2964 L (£10.)—Major Erio J. W. Platt, Madryn Farm, Aber, Nor*.* Wales, for ewes, bred 
by G. S. Gratton, Bryncwnln, Rhuddlan. 

2961 IL (£5.)— Major J. J. P. Evans, Lovesgrove Farm, Llanbadam, Aberystwyth, for ewes, 
bred by D. W. Morris, Penywom, Talybont. 

2060 HL (£3), & 2968IV. (£2.)— University College of North Wales, College Farm, Aber, 
Bangor. 

2065 R. N.— Major Erio J. W. Platt. 

H. C.—2967. 

Class 366 .—Three Welsh Mountain Ewe Lambs. 

2972 L (£10.)— Major J. J. P. Evans, Lovesgrove Farm, Llanbadam, Aberystwyth 

2973 IL (£5.)—Lt.-Col. E. W. Griffith, D.8.O., Plasnewydd, Denbigh. 

2070 HL (£3.)—Major W. Marshall Dugdale, D S O.. Llwyn, Llanfyllin, Mont. 

2076 R. N.— University College of North Wales, College Farm, Aber, Bangor. 

H. C.—2075. 

Black Welsh Mountain. 

Class 867 .—Black Welsh Mountain Shearling Rams. 

2070 L (£10.)—Alfred E. W. Darby, Adcote, ShrewBburv. 

2081 H. (£5), & 2980 HL (£3.) — Mbs. F. H. T. Jervoise, Herrlard Park, Basingstoke. 

2983 R. N.— Major-Gen. lord Trbowbn, C.B, C.M.G., Llanover, Abergavenny, for Uanover 

Tim. 

Class 368 .—Black Welsh Mountain Shearling Fives. 1 
2080 L (£10.)— Mrs. F. H. T. Jervoise, Herrlard Park, Basingstoke. 

2085 IL (£5), <fe 2986 R. N.— Alfred E W. Darby, Adcote, Shrewsbury. 

2090 HL (£8.)— Major-Gen. Lord Trhowbn, O.B., C.M.G., Llanover, Abergavenny. 


PIGS. 

Large Whites. 

Class 369 .—Large White Boars , bom in or before 1923. 

8006 L (£10.)— Editund Wherry, Bourne, Lines, for Bourne King David 86487 (T. N. 4402), 
bom July 1,1021: i. Bourne King John 26061, d. Bourne Quoenjfflth 65034 by Bourne 
_ Bar-None 20847 . __ 

1 Prizes given by the Block Welsh Mountain Bheep Breeders' Association. 
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2009 n (25 .)—George J Harris, Armadale, Hereford, for Bonne Jay Srd 40407 (T N 
5235), born June 4,1023, bred by Edmund Wherry, Bourne, • Bourne Jay 36435, d. 
Bourne Beauty 7th 64886 by Bourne King John 26091 
2008 m (23 )—Lrxest Harding, rackwood Grange, Dorridge, Warwickshire, for Bourne 
King David 29th 40541 (I N 5286), born July 2,102 3 bred by Ldmund Wherry, Bourne, 
8 Bourne King David 364 37 d Bourne Bonetta 6th 76050 by Baron of Bourne 28638 
2097 IV (22 )—Sir Gilbert Gri i NALL, Bart , G V O , Walton Hall Warrington, for Bar- 
field Banner 40009 (T X 43) born Jan 14 1023 bred by William Wright and Sons 
(\ork), Ltd , Goodramgate York 8 lock with Banner 34241, d lock with Marie Srd 
81484 by link of Doggartland 27433 

8003 V (21)—Gi orgb Payne, Wentworth, Elmesthorpe, Leicestershire, for Bourne 

David 12th 40516 (T N 5222), born Juno 1, 1023, bred by 1 dmund Wherry, Bourne, 
§ Bourne King David 36437, d Bourne Bonetta 0th 88828 by Baron of Bourne 28683 
2993 RN.—Ghtvebs and Sons, Ltd , His ton, Cambridge, lor Histon Wonder. 

H.C—3002 

Class 370 .—Large White Boars , bom in 1924, before July 1 
3016 L (210, Champion, 1 Sc Champion *)—Edmund Wherry Bourne Lines for Bourne 
Bing David 53rd 47551 (T N 5500), born Jan 5, $ Bourne King David 36437, d Worsley 
Lady 32nd 62208 by Jay of Worsley 20th J6147 

3014 n (25, & R N for Champion ’)—Gi orgb Payne, Wentworth, Elmesthorpe, Leicester 
shire, for Wentworth Lion 18th 498». "(IN 62), born Feb 23, s Wentworth Lion 42851, 
d Bourne Bmctta 33rd 103310 by Bt ume Champion Boy 33091 

3012 HI (23)—Sir Gilbert Gkfln ut Bart , C V O , W ilton Hall, Warrington for Bourne 
King David 52nd 4754J (IX >491), born Jan 5, bred by Ldmund Wherry, Bourne, 
lines, 8 Bourne King Divid 304^7, d Worsley Ltdy 3-nd 62208 by Jay of Worsley 
14th 16149 

3015 R N—I ady Sleley, Sherwood Lodge, Arnold, Notts, for Sherwood Cahguhe 
H. C —3013 

Class 371 .—Large While Boars , born in 1924, on or after July 1 * 

3026 I (210)—Edmund Wi£FKR\ Bourne Tims for Bourne Bradbury 4th 47451 (T N 5724) 
bom July 6 , 8 Bourne Bradbury 40429, d Bourne Queen 39th 88990 by Bourne Bar 
Nono 20847 

3021 n (£5) -R P Haynes, Deh es i*rccn 1 irm Wtdnesbury, for Moreton Jay (T N 257), 
bom Aug 6 bred by It G Peel, Moreton Hall, tongleton, * J aunton Jay 22nd, d 
Moreton Molly ly t ildmore Banner 4th 30569 

3022 m (23 )—J Pikrpont Morgan, W ill H ill Aldenham, Watford for Aldenham Bell¬ 
ringer 23rd (T N 788), tom July 6 , 8 Aldenham Berthas Boy 2nd 39923, d Aldenham 
BcS 24th 102320 by Spalding Bannt r 7th 3409 3 

3025 IV. (£2)—Lady Sfi li y, bherwood Lodge, Arnold, Notts, for Bourne Bradbury 6th 
47456 (TN 720), bom July 6, hied by J dmund Wherry, Boumo Lines, t Bourne 
Bradbury 40429, d Boumo Queen 39th 88990 by Bourne King John 26091 
8017 R N —Archer Bellwood, Mount Pleasant, Kir ton Lindsey, Lines, for Bourne Brad* 
bury 5th. 

Class 372 —Laige White Boar*, bom in 1925 

3059 L (210)—Edmund Whlrry, Bourne, lines, for Bourne Baldwin (TN 5891), boin 
Jan 5, 8 Boumo King David 30th 40543, d Boumo Bonetta 25th 103296 by Bourne 
Bar None 325th 28835 

3034 n (25 )—Dandl It Daybfll Bottesford, Nottingham, for boar (TN 688), bom 
Jan 4 , 8 Worsley Jay 87th 27619, d Empress of Clifton 52482 by Worsley lurk 83rd 
21009 

3061 in (£3)—W White & Sons, Pool Tarm, Taunton, for Taunton Jay 38th (T N 6"6), 
bom Jan 1, 8 Cildmore Jay 36575, d launton Amy 11th 9o086 by Taunton Araby 
3rd 27325 

3060 IV (22 >—Edmund Whirry for Bourne Birkenhead (TN 5893) bora Jan 6 t 
Bourne King David 60th 40513, d Bourne Bonetta 25th 103296 by Bourne Bar None 
125th 28835 

3040 V (21)—Snt Gilbert GRn nall, Bart C V O , Walton Hall .Warrington, for Bog- 
rough Turk 2nd (IN 39), bora J in 3, bred by 1 B Blacksbaw, Hurst J arm, Appleton, 
Chester, t Worsley 1 urk 167th 27705, d Bogrough Primrose by 1 riar of Walton 36987 
3032 R N —Danifl R Dayblll 
H C—3036,3052 

Class 873 .—Large White Breeding Sows , bom in or before 1923 
3073 I (£10, R N for Champion,* & Champion *)—J Pierpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Alden¬ 
ham, Watford, for Cantab Maid Matilda 89286 (1 N 277), bora Jan 5, 1921, farrowed 
March 24, bred by Gambndge Umvoisity School of Agriculture, Gravel Hill, Cambridge, 
8 Bourne Cantab 26069, d Cantab May Maid 52892 by Histon Cantab 24015 

1 Champion Gold Medal, value £5 5* , given by the National Pig Breeders’ Association, for 
the best Large White Boor in Classes 369 to 3<2 

* Silver ChallenM Cup, value Thirty Guineas, gnen by the National Pig Brooders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best 1 arge White Pig in Classes 369 to 375 

• Prize* except lourth, ghen by the National Pig Breeders' Association 

4 Champion G jld Medal, value £5 6 8 , given by the National Pig Breeders Association, for 
tho best Large White Sow in Classes 373 to 375 
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8070 n (£5 )—Edmund Wherry, Bourne, Lines, for Bourne Lady Superior 88058 (T N 
4464), bom July 10,1921, farrowed I eb 24, i Bourne Bar None 125th 28835, d Worsley 
Lady 32nd 62208 by Jay of Worsley 14th 16147 
3070 m (£8 )—Sir Gilbert Grelnall, Bari G V O , Walton Hall Warrington, for Ford 
Belle 9th 105124 (1 N 174), born Jan 16,1923 f\rro\*ed Tan 15 brtdbyT G Williams, 
The Ship Walton Warrington, s Ford Hercules 33483, d lord Belle 7th 78614 by 
Hercules of Walton 9th 21995 

3063 IV (£2)—GmviRS V Sons Itd, Histon, Cambridge, for Histon Belle 63rd 105958 
(IN 1791) born July 8 1921 f arrow ed J< eb 15, « Ilibton Snowman 24047, d Histon 
BeUe 53908 by Jay of Wyboston If 149 

3064 V (£1)—A Goliqati, l he Pole, Antrobus, Northslch, for Bryngwyn Merry 65448 
(1 N 10) born Aug 21 1920 farrowed April 15 bred by Tt Col Sir Reginald Rankin, 
B irt Bryngwyn Hereford $ i uiptror Worsley 11th 26409, d Giantham Gay Lady 
2nd 59502 by Gunner of Grantham 21119 

3069 R N —Ihomas Eastwood, junr , Heath Hey, Hooton, Cheshire, for HaUastone Sylvia 
4th 

H. C.—3072 

Class 374 —Largo 'White Sou 9 , bom in 1924, before July 1 
8097 I (£10, & R N for Champion )—Edmund Wni rry Bourne Lines, for Bourne Beatrice 
181st (T N 5 d 08) 1 orn Tin 6, a Bourne Ring David 36437, d Beatrice of Bourne 
1030 >4 by Bourne Big Ben 26th 28845 

3094 H (£5)—Horn nr Graham Pli l Moreton Hall, Congleton for Mareton Munel 4th 
(fN 150) 1 rn Jin 17 a Caldmore Banner 4th 36569, d Munel of Moreton 68830 
by C holmondclt y Jay 2b«47 

3089 IH (£3)—J Piprpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Aldenham W itford for Aldenham Bonnie 
Queen (1 N 670) bom leb 4 , « lurk of Aldenham 37811, d Aldenham BQ 88250 
by Bourne C antab 260bJ 

3098 IV (£2 )—I DMi Ni) WHrRRY, for Bourne Beatnce 183rd 128236 (T N 5510) bom Jan 6 , 
t Bourne Ring David 30437, d Beatrice of Bourne 103054 by Bourne Big Ben 20th 
28845 

3083 V (£1)—Sm Git bert Grebnali Bart , C V O , Walton Hall Warrington for Walton 
Sunshine 3rd 1 *2220 (T U 488) b )m Jan 6, a Nonsuch of Walton 7 nd 4197 ,d Sunshine 
of Walton 109224 by Shipley Major 30411 

3084 R N —Sir Gilbert Geernall, Bart , C V O , for Walton Sunshine 4th. 

H C3090 

Class 375 —Laige White Sow s, born in 1924, on or after July 1 
3120 I (£10 )-Wm Wright Si Sons (York) Lid 0 Goodrung'ite, York for Barfield Queen 
2nd(l S 169) torn July 3, * Bourne Bar N one 290th 40 *53, d Barfield Queen 102994 
by lockwitli Burnti *4211 

3118 n (£5 )—'Wm Weight Sons (York), Ltd for Barfield Lady (r N 163), bom July 2, 
» Barfield btitesman d Bourne 1 idy 21*4 10*4o6 by Bourne Bit None 12*>th 288*5 

3116 HI (£3 )—ruMUND Whi rry Bourne , 1 incs foi Bourne Bonetta 88th 128282 (T N 
6737) born July 7 a Broker of Bourne 40017, d Bourne lionetta 31st 103306 by Bourne 
Ch implon Boy * 091 

3107 IV (£2)—Sir Giibprt Grffnall Bart CVO Wilton Hall Warrington for Walton 
Mary 3rd (IN 788) loin luly * a Nonsuch of Walton 2nd 41971, d Mary of Walton 
107066 by Worsley Jay 100th *4479 

3106 V (£1)—Sir Gilbert Grti nali Bart , ( V O for Ford Pnmrose 7th (TN 476), 
bora July *1 bred by T G Willnms I he Ship Wilton Warrmgtm a Worsley lurk 
167th 2770o, d I ord Primroso *rd 786-0 by J mpiror of Walton 4th 20403 

3119 R N —Wm Wright t Sons (York) Ltd for Barfield Princess 2nd 
H 0 —3103, 3115, 3117 C —3104, 3108 

Class 376 .—Tvo Large White Sows , born in 1925 
3138 I (£10) —rpMUND Win rry, Bourne Lines for Bourne Champion Queen 60th (T N 
5887) and Bourne Champion Queen 61st (1 N 5888) born Tan 3 * Bourne Ring David 
30th 40543 d Bourne Champion Queen 5th 70080 by Sappeiton B y 24471 
8126 II (£5)—Sm Giibkrt Gbrenall Bart , C V O Walton Hall W arrmgt m for Walton 
Pnmrose42nd ft 43rd (1 N 3* and *1) bom Jan 10, s Boitcd lurk 33117, d Duston 
Primrose 2nd 78326 by Dollar of Duston 2 *285 

"8122 m (£3)—PrTFR Bostoc k 1 he Pitts Cuddington Malpas for Cuddmgton North Lassie 
3rd ft 4th (1 N 10 an 1 13) born Jan 3, a Bushes John, d Biampton Lassie 6th 
77162 by Victor of Brampton 30761 

8125 IV (£2)—Sm Gilbert Gprfnall, Bart , C Y O , for Walton Snnshme 7th ft 9th (T N 
12 and 1 *) bora Jan 3, « Barfield Banner 40099, d Sunshine of Walton 109224 by 
Sldpley Major 30411 

3120 V (£1)—1 rnist Harding, Fackwood Grange, Dorrldge, Warwickshire, for Paokwood 
Sally 40th (T N 1810) and Packwood Sally 41st (T N 1811) born Jan 1, « Bourne 
David 29th 40541 d Packwood Sally 20th 80io8 by Bourne Bur None 86th 28787 

3121 R N —Archer Bellwood, Mount Pleasant, Rirton Lindsey, Lines, for Kirton Lady 
18tb and £0tb. 

H 0 —3134, 3187. 0 —3135 

1 Champion Gold Medal value £5 5s , given by the National Pig Breeders’ Association, for 
the best Large White Sow In Classes 373 to 375 
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Middle Whites. 

Class 877 .—Middle B kite Boars , born in or before 1923. 

8145 L (110, Champion, 1 & R. N. lor Champion *)—Ohivkrs Sons, Ltd , lliston. Cambridge, 
fur wratting Woodman 35957 (1 N k 2), bom Juno 18,1021, bred by 1 batnsbury, Blunts 
Hail, Little YN rutting, « Hlston Woodman 28099, d Hinton Choice 19th 84576 by 
Shrewsbury lUall 

3163 II (£5 )—Charles Spencer, Milpond, Little Oakley, Harwich, for Holywell Peter 60301 
(1 N 551), bom June 2, 1923, s. Holywell Oakley 4469o, d Holywell Pet 97490 by 
Hinton Milpond 15161 

3144 HI (£3)—A W C Butler, Stud Form, Hnstall, Bromsgrove, for Don of Wuhaw 
38409 (1 N 0115), bom Aug 19, 1921, bred bj 11 H Loldwtll Horsfall, Lrdiugton. 
9 Bilton of llickeraeote 31285, d Backersoote Ruby 3xd 74954 by Wharledalc Jie\el 
25601 

3150 IV (£2)—W Hajlas, Bank House Farm, Hdsby, for Squire of Morpeth 35781 (1 N 00), 
born l)ec 10,1920, bred by Whirnelille War Hospital, bin Hit Id « Bob! y of Whumdlfle 
31101, d Wharncliffe Battle ^rd 03860 by Beudle\ of Whamchile 28—3 
3166 V. (£1 )—Leoiolt C Paqh, Middlethoriie Hall, lork, for Wharfedale Jerry 51689 
(J N o32), bom July 27, 1922 , 9 Wliarfcdale Neptune 3o8J 7, d \\ hurled ait Radiance 
87772 by Wharfedale Delivciance 3~57o 

3158 R N — W U Partridge, Hie M tor House, Woodmancote, Girti tester, for Hilton 
Proud Boy 

H C.—3141, 3169, 3161 C.—3167 

Class 878 .—Middle White Boars , bom m 1924, before July 1. 

3177 I (£10, & RN. for Champion. 1 )—Leopolp C Paqet, Middlelho’-pe Hall, York, for 
Wharfedale Chnker 5167 i (1 N 6451, boin Jiu 18 , t Illuminator of Wharfedale 44935, 
d Wharfedale Phosphorine 126112 by Wlnrfedalo Neptune 3 r 897 
3175 H (£5 )—Mrs Victor Hayward, liookham Grove, Great Bookham, for Bookham 
Super Tax (1 N 375), bom Jau 12 , «. Caldmore'buper lax 43545, d Beenham GLoiee 
94432 by Bendley of Bctuhvm 35555. r 

3172 HI (£3)—W J Edkivs, Langley Gorso, Walmley, Birmingham, for Wuhaw) Don 
61823 (X N 66), bom leb 2 , c. Don of Wishaw 384b9, d Wlshaw Grace 2nd 87880 by 
Shelheld 32353 

8171 IV. (£2)—1 N Blundell, Crosby Hall, Blundcllsands, Liverpool, for Mutley Hearty 
(T N 23), bora Jan 9, bied by Brig G< n B Atkinson, C B , C M G , Mistley Hall, Man¬ 
nings ee, «. Mistley Miller 45309, d Mistley Harthay 3rd 98818 by Wharfedale lrost 
82579 

8176 V (£D—The Marquess of Londonderry, KG.PC. Plas Machynlleth, Machynlleth, 
for Huton Woodman 23rd (T N 712), bom Jan 5, bred by Chlvere A bons, Ltd , Hlston, 
Cambridge, i. Wratting Woodman 35957, d. Hlston Prudence 5th 84692 by Hlston 
ItoNer 280 5 

8173 R. H.—Lord Glanblt, Lackham, Lacock, Wilts, for Laokham Wireless. 

H. C.—3181. 

Class 879 .—Middle While Boars , bom m 1924, on or after July I.* 

8201 L (£10)—Leopold C Paget, Mlddlethorpo Hall, York, for Wharfedale Touchstone 
51785 (T N 683), bom July 2, t iramp of Wharfedale 4C649, d Wharfedale Saphira 
101494 by Wharfedale Frost 32679 

3211 H (25)—Mrs Soper Whitburn, Amport, Andover, for Amport Sootty (TN 666), 
born July 3, «. Scotty of Nora bury 46323, d. Yateley Medina 127256 by Norabury Valour 
32099 

3208 IH. (£3.)—Charles Spencer, Milpond, Little Oakley, Harwich, for Holywell Pal (T N. 
648), bom July 27 , » Holywell Paragon 44697, d Mistley Harthay 9th 98824 by Mistley 
8undon 35449 

3185 IV. (£2 )—-Command* R md Mrs Boulnois, a he Navy Pig Farm, Yateley, Hants, for 
Yateley Salopian 2nd (T N 368), born July 5 , » Sulopian of Prestwood 32315, d. Been- 
hatn Holla 2nd 71820 by Hope of H immonds 25361 
3207 V (£1 )—Mrs Hayes Sadler, Little liallingbury Park, Bishops Stortford, for Hors- 
bury Scotty 5tb (1 N 289), bom Sept 9, » Noisbury Scotty 3rd 45561, d. Pcndley 
Perfection 25tb 121974 by Hawthorn bulton 88741. 

3189 R. H.—Chi vers & Sons, Ltd , Hlston, Cambridge, for Hilton Rover 63rd. 

H. C.—8192, 3106. C.~3190 3200. 

Class 880 .—Middle White Boars , bom in 1925 
3240 L (£10)—Mrs Sofer Whitburn, Amport, Andover, for boar (T N 773), bom Jan 1; 

9 Histon Rover 50th 44585, d Amport Cameo 4th by Wharfedale Jamieson 3rd 28341. 
3229 EL (£5 )—Leopold C Paget, Mlddlethorpo Hall, York, for Wharfedale Headlight (T N. 
843), born lan 11, t Illuminator of Wharfedale 44935, d. Wharfedale Zeresh 101430 
by Wharfedale Deliverance 32575, 

1 Champion Gold Med d, vdue £5 5s, given by the National Pig Breeders' Association, for 
the best Middle Whitt Bo ir in (lasses 377 to 380 

• bilvor Challenge Gup, vilue llurty Guineas, given by the National Pig Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Middle White Pig in Class os 377 to *83 

* Prizes, except fourth and Filth, given by the National Pig Breeders' Association. 
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8210 m. (88.)- Gommander and Mss Bouinoxs, The Navy Pig Farm, Yateley, Hants, for 
boar (T N 500), born Jan 6; « Yateley Hannibal, d Yateley Niobe 2nd by Norsbury 
Valour 32099 

8280 IV. (22 )—Charms Spencer, MUpond, Little Oakley, Harwich, for Holywell Pasha 
(T N 688), bom Jan 25, « Holywell Oakley 44695, d Holywell Pattie 97484 by Hlston 
MUpond 85161 

8220 V (81)—Lord Glanely, Lackbam, Lacock, Wilts, for Lackham Guard (T N 880), 
born Jan 6, » Hlston Hover 88th 44561, d Norsbury Hansom 120888 by Norstury 
Hero 82098 

8217 R N.—A Denham, Lower Grows Nest 1 inn, LlphtclifTe, Halifax, for Lightoliffe Hermes. 
H. C —3215, 3222, 8230, 3234 G.—8218, 3219, 3238, 3239 

Class 881 .—Middle White Breedivq Sows, bom in or before 1923 
8260 1 (810, Champion, 1 ft Champion ■)—T ropoin 0 Paopt, Mlddlethorpe HaU, York, for 
Holywell Pamela 117694 (T N 517), bom Aug 8, 1922, farrowed March 25, bred by 
Charles Spencer, MUpond, Little Oakley, Haiwich, s Hlston Mllpond 85161, d No 1 
of Harthay 61682 by Tlolyvell Durbu 21141 

8252 n (25)—W Hallas, Bank Home I irm, Helsby, Cheshire, for Morpeth Jewel 85980 
(1 N 159), bom April 24, i921 farrowed Tan 4, bred by A Grlx, Wbalton, Morpeth; 
9 Peenc Gunner 28201, d Bcechcroft Hone 02472 by Rlckencote Juggler 25525 
8269 HI (88 )—Ralph A S Mitohison, Pullington, Benenden, Cranbrook for Pulhngton 
Pamela 122628 (1 N 802), bora Jan 1 1928, farrowed Feb 14 ; $ SunhlU Swoll 36807, 
d Houden Patricia 56804 by Sundon MP1 21281 

8247 IV (82)—Chivfrs A Sons, Ltd , Hlston, Cambridge, for Hawthorn Lady Holly 2nd 
116906 (T N 68), bora Dec 80, 1922, farrowed Tan 14, bred by Hawthorn Herd ltd , 
The Hawthorns, Henley on Thames, * Woodman of Hawthorn 39751, d Hawthorn 
Holly 84300 by Hlston Baron 81747 

8267 V (81 )—Mrs Haikr Sadler, Little Halllngbury Park, Bishops Stortford, for Parkhill 
Perfection 12th 99844 (T N 205), bora Teb 25,1922, farrowed Feb 20, bred by J 1 larke, 
Park Hill Tring, $ Peene Park Keeper 85587, d Park Hill Perfection 7tn 86326 by 
Pendley Squire 25487 

8248 R N —Chivfrs a Sons, Ltd , for Hu ton Welcome 10th. 

H. 0.—3244, 8245, 3250, 8274 C.—3258, 3270. 

Class 882 .—Middle White Sows, bom in 1924, before July 1. 

8207 I (810, ft R N for Champion a )—A rthur LrNry, Salta P1& , Loose, Kent, for Salts 
Choice 2nd 141682 (T N 22), horn Jon 17 , t Whorncllife Prince 32625, d Oxney Choice 
6th 121144 by Oxney Revel 15505 

8289 II (85) —W Hallas, Bank House Farm, Helsby, Cheshire, for HaUastone Mona 2nd 
116762 (TN 481), bora Jan 1, $ Candidate of HaUastone 41123, d Chequer Mona 
95126 by Hlston Shrevsbury 9th 85179 

8287 HI (83)—Lord Glanely, T ackham, Lacock, Wilts, for Lackbam Rosadora 138510 
(1 N 280), born Tan 1, c Norsbury Vaughan 39201, d ltosadora of Norsbury 123184 
by Hlton Roicr *.8076 

8305 IV (82 )—Maior Pioott A Partners, Hill Place Tarm, KntphUl, Surrey for H&lla- 
stone Mona 4th 110768 (T N 484), bora Tan 1, bred by W Haila., Bank House harm, 
Helsby, t Candidate of HaUastone 44123, d Chequer Mona 95126 by Hlston Shrews¬ 
bury 9th 35179 

8809 V (81)—Mrs Hayes Sadler, Little Halllngbury Park, Bishops Stortford, for Park 
HiU Perfection (T N 295), born Jan 21, bred by T Clark, Park Hill, Tring , • Park HU1 
Diamond 45787, d Park HiU Perfection 12th 99844 by Peene Pirk Keeper 85687 
3286 R N—William H Gilpin, Cobble Hall, Roundhay, Leed«\ for Wharfedale Rita. 

H. 0.—3285, 3290, 3292, 3298, 8302 C.—3278, 3279, 3281 3283, 3288 

Class 383 .—Middle White Sows, bom in 1924, on or after July 1. 

3821 L (810)—Chivfrs A Sons, Ltd , Hibton, Cambridge, for Hlston Rosadora 48th (T N. 
1069), bora Tuly 1; $ Hlston Baron 31747, d Hlston Rosadora 8th 84694 by Hlston 
Wanderer 25349 

8838 n (85)— Ieopold C Paget, Mlddlethorpe HaU, York, for Wharfedale Apple Blossom 
143800 (TN 699), bora July 6 , * (ouncillor of Wharfedale 46505, d Southmore Rasp¬ 
berry 100644 by Sonthmore Chief 85769 

8887 IQ (83 )—Arthur Lbnby, Balts Place, Loose, Kent, for F&Its Bettma 2nd 341672 (T N. 
88), bora Aug 12, t Councillor of Wharfedale, a Wharfedale Bettina 87674 by Wharfe¬ 
dale Delightful 28335 

8844 IV (82 )—Mrs Hates Sadler, Little Halllngbury Park, Bishops Stortford, for Nors¬ 
bury Grace (TN 145), bora July 3; s Brockoncote Prince 6th 43467, d. Oaken Tonlo 
121196 by Rambler of Oaken 39343 

8852 V. (81 )—Mrs Soei r Whitburn, Araport, Andover, Hants, for Amport Medina 2nd 
(T N 067), bora Tuly 3, t Scotty of Norsbury 46323, d Yateley Medina 127256 by 
Norsbury Valour 82099 

3380 R. N — Mrs Victor Hayward, Bookham Grove, Great Bookham, for Bookhm Bat 
EL 0.—8819, 3339, 8340 C —3829, 8336, 3343 

1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Thirty Guineas, given by the National Pig Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Middle White Pig in Classes 877 to 883 * 

• Champion Gold Medal, value £5 5s , given by the National Pig Breeders' Association for 
the best Middle White Sow in Classes 381 to 883. 



cxxxvi Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1926. 

Class 884.— Two Middle White Sows , bom in 1926. 

8353 L (£10.)-—S. Bids & Sons, Ltd., Pedigree Pig Farm, Farnham, lor sowb (T.N. 410 and 
421), born Jan. 4 ; «. Whamcliffe Master 46847, d. Atbara of Compton 111218 by Preat- 
wood Royalist 82217. 

3368 IL (£5.)— Mrs. Hayes Sadler, Little Hallingbury Park, Bishops Stortford, for sows 
(T N A 431 and A 432), bom Jan. 7; f. Histon Milpond 35161, d. Beenham Hagar 3rd 
82390 by Pendley Swell 32183 

8809 m. (£3.)— Mrs Sofer Whitburn, Amport, Andover, Hants, for Amport Peerless 5th 
ft 6th (T.N. 818 and 821), bom Jan. 11; «. Histon Hover 50th 44585, d. Amport Peer¬ 
less 3rd 133090 by Scotty Norsbury 46323. 

8366 IV. (£2.)— Mrs R. M Foot, White Hill, Berkhamsted, for sows (T.N. 64 and 57), 
bom Jan 8 , s. Hammonds Hasty 44349, d. Hammonds Choice 116534 by Wharfedale 
Hector 35879. 

3862 V. (£1.)— Arthur Leney, Salts Place, Loose, Kent, for Salts Diana (T.N. 142) and 
Salts Diana 2nd (T N. 145), born Jan. 3; >. Salts Admiral 46275, d. Sherenden Actress 
by Sherenden Imperative 39427. 

3366 R. N.— Leopold C. Paget, Middlethorpe Hall, York. 

H. C.-—3357, 3359. C.—3354,3358, 3300. 


Tamworths. 

Class 386. —Tamworth Boars , born in or before 1923. 

3371 I. (£10, & B. N. for Champion. 1 )—F. W Holt, The Grove, Wishaw, Erdington, for 
Knowle Joshua 47111 (TN 510), bom Marcli 12,1923, bred by the late R. Ibbotson, The 
Hawthorns, Knowle ; 8. Knowlo Joseph 30009, d Queen of Bobildon 76252 by Whitacre 
Fireaw ay 25821. 

8870 EL (£5.)— Charles L Coxon, Milton, Pembridge, for Milton Bean (T.N. 144), bora July 
6,1923 ; t. Roxicy Exeter 36047, d. Beauty of Milton 76092 by Mons of Middleton 25775. 

Class 386. — Tamu'orth Boars , bom in 1924.* 

8372 L (£10, Champion, 1 ft Champion.*)— R P Haynes, Delves Green Farm, Wednesbnry, 
Staffs, for Bed Chief of Caldmore 51975 (T N. 637), bom Jan. 7, bred by the late R. 
Ibbotson, The Hawthorns, Knowle; s. Knowle Newcastle, d. Knowle Vesta 88134 by 
Knowlo Bedford 32669 

8373 n. (£5 .)—Arthur Owen Jones, Orford House, Croft, Warrington, for 8unbeam Squire 
2nd (TN. 44), bom Jan. 4, bred by F. W. Holt, The Grove, Wihbaw, Erdington; s. 
Knowle Bruce 36013, d Knowle Queen Mary 88118 by Knowle Dreadnought 28410. 

8377 DDL (£3.)—Theo. A. Stephens, Frensham Manor, Farnham, Surrey, for Neuburie 
Cayenne (T.N. 165), bom June 17, bred by Captain R. A. Angler, New Mousefleld, Speen, 
Newbury; t Knowle Bmeo 36013, d. Knowle Venus 76210 by Basildon Max 25683. 

8378 R. N.— The Exors.of the late Joshua Hirst Wheatley, BerksweU Hall, Coventry, 
for BerksweU Brine. 

Class 387 .—Tamworth Boars , bom in 1926. 

3381 L (£10.)—F. W Holt, The Grove, Wishaw, Erdington, for Sunbeam Squire 3rd (T N. 79), 
born Jan. 20; f. Knowle Joshua 47131, d. Milton Pearl 127448 by Mons of Middleton 
25775. 

3380 n. (£5.)—F. W. Holt, for Sunbeam Charlie (T N. 93), bom Jan. 1; s. Sunbeam Squire 
2nd, d Sunbeam Ginger Jane by Whitaere Wanderer 39865. 

3382 IIL (£3.)—Major J. A. Morrison, D.S.O , Basildon Park, Goring, Reading, for Basildon 
Newcastle (T.N. 308), bom Jan. 29 ; s. Milton Bishop 2nd 30041, d. Basildon Marigold by 
Knowle Newcastle 47143 

8384 R. N.— Theo. A. Stephens, Frensham Manor, Farnham, Surrey. 

H. C.—3383. . 

Class 888.— Tamworth Breeding Sows, bom in or before 1923. 

3391 L (£10, R. N. for Champion,* ft Champion.*)— Theo. A. Stephens, Frensham Manor, 
Farnham, Surrey, for Knowle Felicity 127406 (T.N. 501), bom Oct. 10, 1922, farrowed 
Jan 13, bred by the late R. Ibbotson, The Hawthorns, Knowle, Dorridge; i. Knowle 
Redstar 32713, d. Knowle Favourite 2nd 76160 by Basildon Max 25683. 

3387 H. (£6.)—F. W. Holt, The Grove, Wishaw, Erdington, for Milton Pearl 127448 (T.N. 80), 
bom Jan 2,1922, farrowed Jan. 20, bred by C L. Coxon, Milton, Pembridge; ». Mons of 
Middleton 25775, d. Middleton Mainz 57614 by Mltcheldene of Middleton 23343. 

3889 m. (£3.)— Major J. A Morrison, D 8 O , Basildon Park, Goring, Reading, for Basildon 
Barbara 101966 (T.N. 175), bom Jan. 2, 1922, farrowed Jan. 5; «. Knowle Darlington 
32687, d Beauty of Milton 76090 by Mons of Middleton 25775. 

8392 R. N.— Theo. A. Stephens, for Knowle Virtue. 

H. C.—3386. 

1 Champion Gold Medal, value £5 5 s , given by the National Pig Breedcis’ Association, for 

the best Tamworth Boar in Classes 385 to 387 

* Prizes given by the National Pig Breeders’ Association. 

* SUver Challenge Cup, value Thirty Guineas, given by the National Pig Breeders' Associa¬ 
tion, for the best Tamworth Pig in Classes 385 to 389 

* Champion Gold Medal, value £5 5«., given by tho National Pig Breeders' Association, for 

the best Tamwoith Sow in Classes 388 and 389. 
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Class 889 .—Tamworth Sows, bom tn 1924 
8894 L (110, ft R. N for Champion *)—F W Holt, The Qrove, Wtohaw, Erdington, for 
Sunbeam Sunstar 2nd (1 N 49), bom Jan 4, « Knowle Bruce 30013, a Knowle Queen 
Mary w 8118 by Knowlo Drt idnought 28419 

8401 II (15 )— The Exors of a he late Joshua Hirst WirflATirY, BcrLswell Hall, Coventry, 
for Berkswell Jenny 144698 (T N 33), born M\y 28, bud by the late J H Wheatley, 
s Knowle Newcastle 47143, d Jemima of Berkswell 10.046 by Ihilley Marcus 32740 
3893 m. v £3)—1 W Holt, for Milton Beauty 10th 144700 (I N 158), boin Jan 10, bred 
by C L Coxon, Milton Pembrldge, * Koxlcy Exeter 36047, d Beauty of Milton 2nd 
76092 by Mons of Middleton 25775 

8399 R N —J A H Staxsfkld, Bates, W ittersham, Kent, for Oxney Golden Queen. 

H. 0.—3397 


Class 890 .—Tuo Tamvoith Sows, bom m 1925 

8403 I (£10 )—r W Holt, The Grove, Wish aw, Trdington for Sunbeam Pearl 1st Sc 2nd 
(P N 80 and 82) bom Jan 20, t Knowle Joshua 47131, d Melton Pearl 127448 by 
Mons of Middleton 25775 

8402 n (£5)—1 W Holt, for sows (T N 92 and 94), bom Jan 1, t Sunbeam Squire 2nd, 
d Sunbeam Ginger Jane by Whitacro Wanderer 89865 

8404 m (£3)— Mator J A Morrison, DSO, Basildon Park, Goring, Reading for sows 
(T N 527 and 328), born Jan .9 , « Milton Bishop 2nd 26041, d Basildon Marigold by 
Knowle Newcastle 47143 

8406 R N—Thro A Stephens, Frensham Manor, Farnlum, for Hookstile Amy and Hookstile 


Berkshires. 

Class 891.— BerJ shire Boars , bom in or before 1923 

8414 I (£10, Champion, 3 & Champion •)— Tohn D Play™ Lenton Hurst, Nottingham, for 
Leadenham Duke B 748 born Jin 15 1 )23, bud by (. iptam J S Reeve, Leadenham 
House, Lincoln, s Pambti Paragon 23411, d Ltodcnhum Turiey 5th 26U38 by Manor 
Robert 22770 

8412 n (£5 >— J T Eason, Woodhouse Tarm Smannel 1 , Andov for Woodhouse Boniface 
B 1013 bom July 28 1923 , s Dunmanor Acme b 429, d D unmanor Agnes 3rd 25484 
by Iwerae Nonsuch 23 575 

3413 in (£3 )—1 L Mai tin, Ashe Warren Overton, Hants for Suddon Monty B 337, bom 
March 20 1922, bred by J 1 ricker, Marsh i arm btalbridgc, Dorsi t s Heale War 
Iumd 24172 d Princiss Royal 5th 19695 by Motcombe Cognic 16605 

3416 IV (£2)—1 rank Townrnd, Hlghflfld, Moor Alkrton Leeds for Highfleld Royal 
Pygmalion 3rd B 852 bom b< pt 8, 1923 s Pygmalion 19872, d Highfleld Princess Royal 
4th S 1405 by Pamber Piesident .2702 

8417 R N —J E iRiFTirr, 1 a St Oswald s Road, York, for Highfleld Manna President 2nd. 
C. —3411 


Class 892. —Berkshire Boars , bom m 1924, before July 1 

3419 I (£10, ft R N for Champion 3 )—Major Clive Behrens, Swinton Grange, Malton, for 
Swinton President B 1135 born Jan 8 , s Highfleld itoyal President B 338, d Swinton 
Margaret 8 221b by Bisildon Rubm 24670 

8422 n (£5) — Hov Mrs Bruce Ward, Codinton, Ashford, Kent, for Highfleld Marina 
President 5th B 1303, boin March 29, bred by 1 r ink lownend, Highfleld Moor Allerton, 
Leeds, * Highfleld Royal President 2nd B 339, d Highfleld Marina 2nd S 1402 by 
Pamber President 22702 

3418 in (£3 )—Colonel H Lyon Anderton, Ingmmthorpo HU1, Wetherby for Ingman- 
thorpe Conqueror 1st B 1265 bom Jan 9, $ Highfleld Royal President 3rd B 340, d 
Highfleld Marina 3rd 8 1403 by Pamber President 22702 

3420 R. H.—W A Bindley, Pamington Court I arm, lewkeshury, for Pamington Rupert 

Class 898. —Berkshire Boars , bom in 1924, on or after July 1 4 

8428 I (£10)—Major J A Morrison, DSO, BaAldon Park, Goring, Reading, for Manor 
Referee, bom July 12, bred by Arthur Hlscock, Manor Farm Blandford, t Manor 
Premier 25187, d Basildon Virtue 14th S 1379 by Hurry Onward 22033 

3431 n (£6 )—J E Iriffltt, la St Oswald s Road, lork, for Fulford Futurist B 1284, bora 
July 30, t Rudgate Pygmalion B 901, d Suddon Bridgetf5999 by Suddon Kingmaker 


1 Champion Gold Medal value £. > 5s, given by the National Pig Breeders' Association, for 
the best Tamworth Sow in (.losses 388 And 89 

• Challenge Cup, volu( iwenty Guintxs, given by the British Berkshire Society for tho 
best Berkshire Boar in Cl uses 391 to 394 

•The Eaton" Silver Uialhngc (up, value Tifty Guineas gl\en through the British 
Berkshire Society, for the best Boor or Sow in Classes 391 to 397 A Gold Medal was given 
by the British Berkshire Society to the Broeder of this Champion Pig * 

• Prises given by the British Berksliire Society 



cxxxviii Awards of Live Stock Prizes at Chester, 1926. 

8424 m. (86 )—ViCTOH D Dennis, New* Hall Farm, Ruabon, for Hew Hill Sine 2nd B. 1818, 
born Oct 14, «. Hlghfield Royal Pygmalion 26309, d. Brttlab Queen 20416 fry Murrol 
Zing 19579 

8480 R.N.—Friend Sykes, Etchings Park, Colnbrook, for Rlohings Beauty BoyaHet 2nd. 

Class 394 .—Berkshire Boars , horn %n 1925. 

8440 I (810 )—Major J A. Moreison, D 8 O , Basildon Park, Gorina, Reading, for Basildon 
Pioneer, born Jan 2, • Jamaica Frederick 23658, d Manor Sweet Bess S 8697 fry Iweme 
First Grade 2323 L 

8438 II (86)—T L Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hants, for Ashe Monarch B 1469, bom 
Feb 2, a . Suddon Monty B 337, d Hammonds Belle 4th S 4862 fry Hurry Onward 
22013 

3439 HI (28)—T L Martin, for Ashe Premier B 1460, bom Jan 10, • Hlghfield British 
Pygmalion B 845, d Ashe Virtue 8 4007 fry Money Bag 23974 
3433 IV (82 )—Major Clivb Behrens, Swinton Orange, Malton, for boar, bom Feb 5: t 
Hlghfield Royal President B 328, d Swinton Margaret S 2216 fry Basildon Rubin 24670. 
3445 V (21)—1 bank Townend, Highflcld, Moor Allerton, Leeds, for Hlghfield Boy Pygmalion 
End B 1420, bom Jan 2 , s Hlghfield Royal Pygmalion 3rd B 852, d Hlghfield Marina 
2nd S 1402 fry Pamber President 22702 

3436 R. H.—J T Eason, Woodhouse Farm, Smannel, Andover, for Woodhouse Bonny Boy. 

Class 895 .—Berkshire Breeding Souds, bom in or before 1923 

8449 L (810, & R N for Champion l )—E W Carson, Lea Hall, llatflc Id Heath, Harlow, for 
Suddon Progress (IN 64), bom July 23. 1923, farrowed March 12, bred by J Flicker, 
Marsh Farm, Stalbridge, Dorset, s. lleale War Lunn 24172, d Manor Morquita 24326 fry 
Braishfleld Buck 19000 

8450 H (86)—J 1 Lason, Woodhouse Farm, Smannel, Andover, for Monnt Select 8 2098, 
bom Jan 11,1923, f unwed Feb 14, bred by T A 1 duty Hayter. Whitchurch, Hants, 
a Heale Nutmeg 2nd 26448, d Herriard Select 2nd 23008 fry Basildon Rogue- 20720 

8458 HI (23 )—Frank Iownend, Hlghfield, Moor Allerton, Leids for Hlghfield Marina 2nd 
S 1402, born May 23, 1022, f irrowid Jan 2, a Pamber President 22702, d . Manor 
Marina 24324 fry Braishfleld Buck 19000 

8450 IV (82)—1 L Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hants, for Suddon Flapper S 1891, bom 
July 10, 1922, farrowtd Feb D, bred by J lnekcr, Marsh Farm, Stalbridge, Dorset, 
a Heale War Lunn 24172, d Manor Marcella 20008 fry lop 1 merald 19850 
8453 V (81 )—The Larl op Har* wood, Harcwood Hou«*e, L* tds, for Harewood Princess 
S 4531, bom Ftb 17, 1923, farrowed Jan 28, a Murrell Hottentot Nigger B 183, d. 
Harewood Rosalind 8 115 fry Hen lard Glondyke 23100 
8446 R N—Colonel H. Lyon Andekton, Ingmanthorpe Hall, Wetherby, for Hi ghfleM 
British Queen 6th. 

Class 898 .—Berkshire Sons , bom m 1924, before July 1. 

8467 L (210)—J T Lason, Woodhouse Farm, Smannel, Andover, for Woodhouse Miss Prim 
8 4740, bom May 28 , a Heiriard Columbus 2nd 24873, d Mount Selection S 2099 fry 
He lie Nutmeg 2nd 20448 

3483 H (86 )—W r Shekriff, As cots, Hatfield, for Ascots Princess End 8 4100, bom Jan 8; 

a Eaton Benefactor 20198, d Ascoto Pimcess 8 4104 fry Minlcy rxile 24161 
8484 HI (83 )—Frank IOwnend, Hlghfield, Moor Allerton, Leeds, for Hlghfield Marina 
British Queen 8 4898, bom March 20 , a Hlghfield Royal President End B 839, d High- 
fltld Minna 2nd 8 1402 fry Pamber President 22702 
8463 IV (82 )—Major Clive Behrens, Swinton Grange, Malton, for Swinton Lnoky Molly, 
bom Jan 18, a Murrell Live Scott B 87, d Swinton Sweet Molly 4th 8 1088 fry Basildon 
Eubln 24670 

8477 V (81)—Major J A Morrison, D 8 O , Basildon Park, Goilng, Beading, for Basildon 
Maid 8th S 4893, bom Jan. 9, #. Murrell Mike 21239, d Sotwell Maid 2nd 23829 fry 
Suddon Lord 21740 

8474 R. N.—T L Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hanta, for Ashe Mfmfa , 

H. C.—8473. a—8468, 8478, 8480, 8482, 8485 

Class 897 .—Berkshire Sows , bom m 1924, on or after July 1. 

8496 I (210)—Frank Townend, Hlghfield, Moor Allerton, Leeds, for Fighfldd Manna 
Bntish Queen 4th 8 529 i, bom Sept 12, a Hlglifleld British Pygmalion 8rd B. 847. 
d Manor Marina 21324 fry Braishfleld Buck 10009 

8497 IL (85 )—Frank Tow nbnd, for Hlghfield Manna British Queen 5th S 6294, bom Sept. 
Buck 1 ^Jg£ fleld Britia % PygmaIion 3Td B 847 ’ d - Manor Marina 24324 fry Braishfleld 

8495 m (83)—I riend Sykes, Eichings Park, Colnbrook, for Biohings Princess Jennet 1st 
S 6222, )>ora July 24, a Richinga Prince Diamond B. 254, d, Btauheame Jane B. 896 
fry Herriard Premier 3rd 23110 

8488 IV. (88)—Major Clive Bbhrtnb, Swinton Grange, Malton, for sow, born July 1; ». 
Eaton Empeior B 658, d Swinton Martha 9th S 4247 by Basildon Rubin 24670 

» The “Baton" Silver Challenge Cup, value Ilfty Guineas, given through the British 
Berkshire 8ociety, for the best Boar or Sow in Classes 891 to 397 A Gold Medal was given 
by the British Berkshire Society to the Breeder of this Champion Pig. 
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8401 V. (H.)—T. L. Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hants, for Ashe Vain Oirl 8.5285, born 

Aug. 20; i. Kings tone Forester B. 31, a. Abinger Vanity 23718 by Kingstone Peacemaker 
21330. • 

8402 R. If.— W. F. Sherrot, Ascots, Hatfield, for Iwerne Star 4th. 

H. 0.—8487. 0.—3408. 

Class 898. —Two Berkshire Sows, bom in 1925. 

8506 L (£10.)—T. L. Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hants, for Ashe Manila 1st 8. 5367 and 
Ashe Maruja 2nd S 5368, born Jan. 7 ; «. Hlghfteld British Pygmalion B. 845, d . Ham¬ 
monds Martija 3rd S 4663 by Biddesden Bean B. 111. 

3511 H. (£5.)—Frank Townknd, Hlghfleld, Moor Allerton, Leeds, for Highfield British Queen 
8th S. 5201 and Highfield British Queen 9th S. 5202, born Jan. 2; «. Highfield Itoyal 
Pygmalion B 852, d. Highfield Marina 2nd 8. 1402 by Panther President 22702. 

3507 m. (£8.)—T L Martin, for Ashe Princess Dorothy 1st 8 5365 and Ashe Princess 
Dorothy 2nd 8. 5306, bom Jan. 22; » Highfield British Pygmalion B. 845, d. Suddon 
Princess Dorothy 8 4004 by Heale War Lunn 24172. 

8500 IV. (22.)— Major Olive Behrens, Swinton Grange, Malton, for sows, bom Feb. 5; 
t. Highfield Royal President B. 338, d. Swinton Margaret 8. 2216 by Basildon Bubin 
24670. 

8509 V. (£1.)— Major J. A. Morrison, D.S.O., Basildon Park, Goring, Beading, for sows, 
bom Jan. 2; i. Jamaica Frederick 23658, d. Manor Sweet Bess S. 3507 by lwome First 
Grade 23231. 

3505 R. N.—Thb Earl or Harbwood, Harewood House, Leeds. 

C.—3504. 

Cup. 1 — Frank Townhnd. 

R. H. for Cop. 1 —T. L. Martin. 

Large Blacks. 

Class 399. —Large Black Boars , bom in or before 1923. 

8513 I. (£10, ft Champion.*)— William Bracey, Manor House, Martham, Gt. Yarmouth, for 
Martham Premier 25450, born July 17, 1022; «. Martham What’s Wanted 15283, d. 
Awton Victorious 1st 4681f> by Comwood King John 82/1. 

8530 IL (£5, ft R. N. ior Champion.*)— Walter Woolland, Baydon Manor, Bnmabury, Wilts, 
f >r Valley General 2nd 25401, bora Fpb. 28, 1922, bred by J. C Olver, Ladock, Cornwall; 
s. Valley ltesult 18535, d Trevlsquite Victory 14th 30340 by h^strongnet Pioneer 6997. 

3512 HI. (£3.)— Harry B. Bastard, Tinfpn Manor, St Tudy, Cornwall, for Tinten Dandy 2nd 
30745, bora May 4,1923 ; t. Klalton Hero 13241, d. Tinten Princess 4th 73608 by Fenton- 
gollan Lad 10567. 

3528 IV. (£2.) — Walter J. Warren, Beacons Farm, Staplegrove, Taunton, for Kibbear Royal 
Willie 25777, born Sept 0, 1022; • Vahan Jack 5th 13845, d. Kibbear Lady Hilda 1st 
58232 by Basslngbourn Squire 0053. 

3522 V. (£1.)—Miss Bououton Knioht, Tinker’s Hill, Lndlow, for Bringewood Boy 27229, 
bora June 25, 1022; «. Sheriffhalcs Boy 1st 17731, d. Bringewood Treasure 77224 by 
Primley Luther 0901. 

3521 R H.—W L H os kino & Sons, Fentongollan, Merther, Probus, Cornwall, for Fenton- 
goUaa Result 6th. 

H. a—3515, 3523. C.—3516. 

Class 400. —Large Black Boars , born in 1924, before July 1. 

3532 I. (£10.)— William Bra cry, Manor House, Martham, Great Yarmouth, for Martham 
Rising Tide A. 120, bora Jan. 16; s. Martham Nomination 22307, d. Martham Mable 
06996 by Martham What's Wanted 15283. 

3537 EL (£5.)— Terah F. Hoolry, Dry Drayton, Cambridge, for Drayton Doctor A. 1233, 
bom Feb. 18; t. Fentongollan Roger 10523, d. Wanborongh Fairy 1st 76156 by Wan- 
borough Waif 11419. 

3536 IH. (£3.)—F. E. Hicks, Treator House, Padstow, Cornwall, for Treator Ambassador A. 
1081, born April 6; #. Treglrls Vicar 17355, d. valley Kitty 3rd 28966 by Treveglos 
Marksman 7761. 

8584 IV. (£2.)—F. M. Furze, Goldstones Farm, Ashdon, Saffron Walden, for Newland 
Diameter A. 99, bora Jan. 12, bred by Dr. A. R. Kay, The Manor Houqe, Blakeney, 
Norfolk; «. Bardolph A1 25119, d. Newland Diana 109334 by Tiptree Rex 19017. 

8540 R. N.—Walter J. Warren, Deacons Farm, Staplegrove, Taunton, for Kibbear Royal 
Prior 4 Ul 
H. 0.—3531. 

Class 401. —Large Black Boars , bom in 1924, on or after July 1.* 

3548 L (£10.)—Terah F. Hoolby. Dry Drayton. Cambridge, for Drayton David A. 1285, 
born July 10; s. Drayton Suns tar 30449, d. Wltham Lady 3rd 47106 by Blxley Chance It 
11503. 

1 The " Berkshire ” Sllvei Challenge Cup, value £20, given through the British Berkshire 
Society, for tho most points awarded in a combination of entries in (Tames 891 to 398, on 
the basis i>f: Four points for a First Prize, three points for a Second Prize, two points for 
a Third Prize, one point for a Reserve Number, two points for a Championship, and one 
point for a Reserve for a Championsldp. 

1 Champion Prize of £10, given by the Large Black Pig Society, for the best Boar In Classes 
899 to 402. A SUver Medal waa given to tne Breeder of the Champion Boar. 

■ Prizes, except Fourth and Fifth, given by the Large Black Pig Society. 
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8640 n (85.)— W L Hoskznci <fe Sons, Fentongollan, Merther, Probus, Cornwall, for Fenton- 
gollan Dux 1st A 1067, born Aug 16, a Fentongollan Vassal 28680, d Fentongollan 
Magna Nigra 127008 by I entongollan Victor 2nd 21425 

8650 m (f3)—T T Jamfs, Chantersleur Farm, Norwood Hill, Horley, Surrey, for Treluckey 
Black Boy 4th A 1145, born July 1, a Hewas Duke 8th 28061, d Treluckey Black Lady 
4th 95o60 by Valley Kuler 2nd 15705 

8546 IV (£2)—Viscount 1 kil din a, Newnham Paddox, Rugby, for Streetaiton Paddy 2nd 
A 1147, bom Tuly 28, § Pooley Paddy 18161, d btreetaston Sunflower Bth 01330 by 
Cambria Deputy 23141 

8545 V (21 )—A P Cogkburv, Stanborough Hulwell, Devon, for Stanborough Sunitar A 
1010, born Aug 10, t Drayton Scorcher 30447, d Stanborough Jean 1st 116204 by 
Awton Samnsou 21891 

8544 B N —A P Gockburn, for Stanborough Scorcher. 

H. C.—8552 C —3553 

Class 402 .—Large Black Boars , bom tn 1925 

8570 I (810)—Tebah T Hoolfy, Dry Drayton, Cambridge, for Drayton Donegal lit B 107, 
bom J tb 1, 8 Drayton bunstar 80440, d Drayton Minerva 1st 79324 by Cornwood 
LongHidea 17441 

3577 II (85 )—John C Olver Woodland Valley, Ladock, Cornwall, for Valley Cadet B 143, 
bom Jan 11, s Valley Outfit 29771 d Valh y Clematis 3rd 100238 by Valley Sportsman 
2373> 

8572 in (83 )—T T Jamfs, Chantersleur Farm Norwood Hill Horley feuney, for Treluckey 
Up to Date 1st B 67 bom Jan 2 s Irrlutkty Sportsman 2nd A 125, d ireluckey Black 
lady 4th 95560 by VaJhy Ruler 2nd 15705 

3554 IV (82) —Harry T Bastard I mien Manor, St Tudy, Cornwall for Cornwood Hunts¬ 
man B 19, bom Tan 5, bred by J 11 Glover, Cornwood, c Cornwood Pilot 16037, d 
Cornwood I iss f8th 90968 by Jtiilton Hero 11241 

3569 V (£1 )—G A CrOODc iuld, Groat \ tldliam Hall, Great Yeldham, Essex for Tartar 
Principal B 119, born Jan 13, « Drayton Mikado 1st 11859, d Tartar Queen G 88166 
by Redmgton 1 mbargo 17605 

3562 BN —1 W 1 1 ) wards, Pednor House Cliesham, for Pednor Democrat. 

H C— 3o64, 3573 C — 3*60, 3507, 3580 

Class 403 .—Large Black Breeding Sows , bom tn or before 1923 

3593 I (810, Sc Champion )—John H Gtovir lHlvmore Tarm Cornwood Den on, for 
Cornwood Lass 73rd 9b820 bom Sept 1), 1922 furrowed April 12, a Wcstpethorwln 
Chief 1st 14433, d Cornwood Las* 58th 38 312 by rentongollan Naik 9455 

3598 U (86) —Walter J Warren, Deacons lorm, Staplcgrove, Tiunton, for Haselbury 
Dinah 114150, bom*Aug 13, farrowed Jan 16, bred by Major W Harrison, Haselbury, 
Crew kerne, 8 KJbbear Royal Pnor 3rd 21363, d Tinten Belle 48126 by Trovlaquite 
Padstonian 7973 

8588 m (83 )—William Bracey, Manor House, Martham, Great armouth, for Murthum 
Dinah A 79776, bom Jan 8, 1921, farrowed Jan 20, s Valley Good Boy 13733, d 
Coltishall Dinah 21002 by Primley Huron 6173 

3587 IV (£2)—H 1 Bjnnttt, Hawkenbury, btaplehurst, for Ambo Alpha 70658, bom Jan 
16, 1921, farrowed M trrh 3 * Irevlsquite Lord of the Manor 13045, d Witley Salome 

33940 by Drayton Witley Hero 7157 

3594 V (81 )—G A Goodchild, Gre it \eldham Hall, Great Yeldham, Essex, for Tartar 
Victoria lat 80544, born Jan 2, 1922, farrowed Jan 7, 8 Redington Lmbargo 17605, 
d Tartar Queen 8th 17524 by hiblear John 1st 5391 

3501 B N —L W Edwards, Pednor House, Chesham, for Pednor Prudence. 1st 
H. C—3692 C—3589 

Class 404 —Large Black Sow*, bom in 1924, before July 1 

8607 L (810 )— H A Brown, Croft House, Grendon Atherstone, for Grendon Quicksilver 
A 3076, bom Feb 18, » Ire vis quite Lord of the Manor 13045, d Grendon Quicklime 
1st 84526 by Tinten Chief 12969 

3603 n (£5 )—H L Bennett, Hawkenbury, Staplehnrst, for Ambo Augusta 6th A 1926, 
bom Jan 7, 8 Kingston Boland 26399, d Ambo Augusta 70648 by irevisquite Lord of 
th< Manor 13045 

3612 m (83)— John C Olvfr, Woodland Valley, Ladock, Cornwall for Valley Denudes 
3rd A 418, bom Jan 13, a Valley Sportsman 23735, d Valley Deepside 17648 by Valley 
Big Ben 2nd 16205 

8616 IV (82 )—Walter Woolland, Baydon Manor. Itamabury, Wilts, for Baydon Night¬ 
ingale 7th A 2772, bom Jan 5 a Huntley Cap tala 24433, d Clips too Nightingale 4th 
93690 by Drayton Dolcoath 2nd 13287 

3606 V. (81 )—William Bracey, Manor House, Martham, Great Yarmouth, for Mwfcham 
Smiling Lady A 2948, bom leb 20, a Martham Hero 20497, d Maitham Black Beaa 
79870 by Tiuten Ring Henry 13139 

3618 B N —Alfred Plaale, b wsingboura, Cambs, for Bassingbourn Bertha 8rd. 

H C—3608, 8609 C—3611 


* Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty Guineas given by the Large Black Pig Society for 
the best Sow in Classes 403 to 405 A bilver Medal was given to the Breeder of the Champion 
Sow 
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Glass 405 .—Large Black Sows, bom in 1924, on or after July 1. 

3634 L (£10, ft R. H. for Champion. 1 ) —John C Olvkr, Woodland Valley, Ladock, Cornwall, 
for Valley fflwmftfaf 12 th A 4712, born July 15 , t Valley Sportsman 23735, d Moorland 
Clematis 26498 by Vahaq Perfection 6573 

8628 IL (£5 )—Itkah r Hoolby, Dry Drayton, Cambridge, for Drayton Donoathra 3rd A 
4628, bom July 10, $ Drayton Sunstar 30440, d Wlthain Lady 3rd 47160 by Bizley 
Chance It 11503 

8617 m. (£3)— William Bracey, Manor House, Martham, Great Yarmouth, for Martham 
Queeme A 4592 bom July 16, t Martham Nomination 22307, d Menna Queen 54th 
61670 by KUlton Hero 13241 

3619 IV (£2)—C apt un r N Cross, D S O , Bannut Tree House, Castlemorton, Malvern, 
for Bannnt Tree Ladylike 2nd A 3170, bom Tuly 15 , s Bannut Tree Pharaoh 26119, d. 
Tiptree Ladylike 92 *20 by liptree Bex 19017 

3631 V (£1)—T F Jam* s, Chantersluer Tarm, Norwood Hill, Horley, for Treluckey Future 
Queen 5th A 4288, bom July 14 , * Hewas Duke 8th 28961, d Treluckey 1 uture Queen 
3rd 104752 by Jrcvisquifce Principal 17485 

3629 R. N — Terah F Hoolby, for Drayton Dunoathra 4th. 

H. O —3618, 3622, 3627. C —3624, 3626, 3633 

Glass 406 .—Two Large Black Sows, bom in 1925 

3647 I (£10)— Tohn H Glover, Corowood, Devon, for Oorawood Lass 81st B 24 and Corn- 
wood Lass 80th B 22, bom Jan 5, * Cornwood Pilot 10037, d C orawood Lass 08th 
90668 by Bialton Hero 13241 

3637 n (£5)— Harry L Bastard, Tinten Manor, St Tody, Cornwall, for Twten Black Bess 
49th B 10, and Tinten Blaok Bess 50th B 12, bom Tan 4 , e Cornwood J P 2nd 28949, 
d Tinten Black Bess 34th 38340 by Cornwood King Tohn 8271 

3643 m (£3)— E W Edwards, Pednor House, fhesham, for Pednor Best of All 1st B 56 and 
Pednor Beet of All 2nd B 58, bom Jan 1, s Pednor Anchorite 10th 29313, d Noithdean 
Be«it of All 14th 106878 by WUbriham Salary 10623 

3650 IV (£2) — MibS Kay Mouat, 1 Its I arm, Malvern Wells, for McHeather Biddy 66th 
B 304 and McHeather Biddy 67th B 306, bom Jan 2 , * McHeather bhah 6th 25355, 
d McHeather Biddy 40th 104132 by Beacon Sambo *-1091 

3651 V (£1)— Captain Percy Muskfr, Koudham Hall, Attleborough, for Roudham Level- 
sides 2nd and Roudham Levelsides 3rd, Imm Tan 10 s BUlton Hero 13241 d Irevis- 
qulte Levelsides 56th 81716 by Hendra Ircvisquito 14IT 

3652 R N —Alfred Playle, Basaingbourn, Cambs, for Bassmgbonm Grace 1st and Bassmg- 
bonm Grace 2nd. 

H. C.—3649 C.—3645 


Gloucestershire Old Spots. 

Glass 407. —Gloucestershire Old Spots Boars , bom in or before 1921 

3656 L (£10, ft R N f or Champion *)—Frederick W Fanshawe, Old Suleluy Lodge, 
Yarwell, Peterborough, for Snlehay Jumbo 5181, bom May 2,1921, s Hill House Jumbo 
2nd 2962, d Dumblcton Pansy 9061 by Hodgecombe Lad 1022 

3654 H (£5)—Jam* 8 D U*ak, Maiden Bradley Batli, for Maiden Bradley General 2nd 
6277, bom March 15,1923 , t Ashton Dupptr 4627, d Dincdor Barmaid 6390 by Cli vehill 
Actor 664 

3657 m (£3 )— Hfnry Matthews, Down Tarm, Winterbourne, Bristol for Winterbourne 
Premier 6531, bom July, 1923 , 8 lrampton Kruger 480b, d 4 Wmterbournt Lessle 6735 
by Yate Prince 1616 

3658 R. N.— George Carter Oliver, The Elm*, Horley, for Memdale Joe 

Glass 408. —Gloucestershire Old Spots Boars , bom in 1924, before July 1. 

8663 I (£10, Champion, 1 ft R N for Champion B )—F Harold 1 nth bull Tower House Tarm, 
Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for llantwit Evan 5418 born I eb 9, t Stoke Hill Magnet 4516, d 
Llantwit 1 dith 13963 by Downside Duke 4146 

3661 H. (£5)—Benmtt A Howard, Quarry I irra, Thombury, Glos, for Huntingford 
Dauntless 5475, born March 12, bred by r G Bell, Huntingford, Gharflehi, Glos, s 
Holmwood Dreadnought 4821, d Huntmgford Josepldne 16a >4 by Ithclls Major 2nd 
2084 

3660 m. (£3.)—Jamfs D Beak, Malden Bradley, Bath, for Maiden Bradley General 3rd, 
born Jan 2, « Ashton Dapper 4627, d Maiden Bradley Barmaid 14640 by Maiden Bradley 
Champion 3858 

3662 R. H.— Sheer iff A Sons, Lemsford, Hatfield, for Hashes Premier 6th. 


1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty Guineas, given by the Largo Black Pig Society, for 
the best Sow in Classes 40 3 to 405. A Silver Medal was given to the Breeder of the Champion 
Sow 

* Silver Challenge Cup value Twenty Guineas, given through the Gliueestorshire Old 

Spots Pig Society, for the best Boar in Classes 407 to 410 1 

* Silver Challenge Cup, value 1 orty Guineas, given through the Gloucestershire Old Spots 
Pig Society, for'tfce best Boar or Sow in Clones 407 to 413. 
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Olasi 409 .—Gloucestershire Old Spots Boars, bom in 1924, on or after July l. 1 

8060 L (£10 )—Shfrriff A Sons, Lemsford, Hatfield, for Hashes Duke 4th 5517, born July 
5, # Dorset Diver 4401, d Noshes Duchess 13th 10230 by Huntlngford Polemarsh 4210. 

8667 11 (£5)—Sherriff A Sons tor Hashes Duke 7th 5532, born Oct 27 , t Ayot Popgun 
5405, d Noshes Duchess 10th 16227 by Gilslake Soldier 3127 

8666 m (£8 )—Henry Matthews, Down Farm, Winterbourne, Bristol, for Winterbourne 
Famous 5530 born Sept 24 , s Clapoote Masterpiece 5228, d Fairfield Elgion 12th 17631 
by Tairfltld Famous 3rd 4162 

Class 410 .—Gloucestershire Old Spots Boars, bom tn 1925. 

3675 I (£10)—F Hanoi d Turnbull, Lower House larm, Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for 
Llantwit Larry 5520, bom Jan 5 , t Llantwit Hero 2nd 5347, d Downside Lily 16277 by 
Downside Loyal 4139 

8670 n (£6 )— Bennett A Howard, Quarry Farm Thombury GIos, for Thornbury 
Baronet 5514, bora Jan 28 , » Eastacote Boger 5393, d Thornbury Bar None 15783 
by Ashton Bloomer 1741 

8668 IH (£3 )—Tames D Bear, Malden Bradley, Bath, tor Maiden Bradley Tip Top 2nd 5515, 
born Jan 2 , s Ashton Dapper 4627, d Malden Bradley Barmaid 2nd 14641 by Maiden 
Bradley Champion 1st 3858 

3671 B H —Shirniff A Sons, Lemsford, Hatfield, for Hashes Duke 6th 

Class 411 .—Gloucestershire Old Spots Breeding Sows, bom m or before 1923. 

8677 I (£10)—Bennett A Howard, Quarry Farm, Thornbury, Glos, for Thornbury Bar 
Hone 15783, born July 24,1922, farrowed Tan 28, « Ashton Bloomer 1741, d ihornbury 
Barmaid 7851 by GlMake Admiral 907 

8681 II (£5 )— Robfrt Jahfs Mum Wilson Wlndlo Grange, St Helens, for Crank Pride’S 
Best 17618. born Jan 20,1923, farrowed Jan 4, » Windrush Major 4309, d Crank Pride 
16035 by balland Victory 900 

3680 IH (£3 )—Sherriff A Sorb, Lemsford, Hatfield for Hashes Duchess 13th 16230, bora 
Aug 8 1922, farrowed Jan 18 k Huntlngford Polemaish 4210, d Nashes Duchess 1st 
90)6 by Harlequin of Hollywood Tower 011 

3679 R. H — George Carter Oliver, The LI ms, Horloy, for Hortland Diana. 

Class 412 .—Gloucestershire Old Spots Sows, bom m 1924, before July 1. 

3683 I (£10, Champion,' & Champion ')—Bennett A Howard, Quarry farm, Thornbury, 
Glos, for Thornbury Bar Two X 228, born Jan 2, » Ayot Page 6069, d Thornbury 
Bar None 1578 5 ly Ashton Bloomer 1741 

8686 n (£5)—* Harold Turnbull, Lower House Tarm, Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for 
Llantwit Rebecca \ 286, bom Jan 31, i Holmwood Dandy 6245, d Llantwit Ruth 
17499 by I lantwit Boy 4361 

3682 in (£3)—James D Beak, Malden Bradley, Bath for Malden Bradley Maid 13th X 492, 
born April 8 s Ashton Dapper 4627, d Malden Bradley Barmaid 3rd 14642 by Malden 
Bradley Champion 1st 3858 

8684 R H — Sherri ff A Sons, LemstoTd, Hatfield, for Hashes Duchess 18th 237 born Jan 
18, 8 Dorset Diver 4401, d Nashes Duchess 9th 16226 by Gilslike Soldier 3127 

Class 413 .—Gloucestershire Old Spots Sows, bom tn 1924, on or after July 1. 

3687 I (£10, & R H for Champion •)— James D Beak Malden Bradley, Bith for Maiden 
Bradley Maid 0th, bora Aug 11, t Glapcoto Madoo 5413, d Maiden Bradley Maid 3rd 
17402 by Ashton Dapper 4627 

8689 H (£5 )— Sherrifv & Sons, Lemsford, Hatfield for Hashes Duchess 25th X 495, bom 
July 6 ,8 Dorset Diver 4401, d Nashes Duchoss 1 itli 16230 by Huntlngford Polomarsh 
4210 

8690 III (£3 )—Sherbiff A Sons, for Hashes Du oh ess 30th X 523, horn Oct 27, * Ayot 
Popgun 6405, d Nashes Duchess 10th 16227 by Gilslake Soldier 3127 

3692 R H —F Harold Tubnbuil, Lower House Farm, Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for Llantwit 
Enid. 

Class 414 .—Two Gloucestershire Old Spots Sou>s, bom tn 1925. 

3605 I (£10 )—Bennftt A Howard, Quarry I arm, Thombury, Glos, for Thornbury 
Baroness X 489 and Thornbury Bargain X 400 bora Tan 28, s Lastacote Roger 5393, 
d Jliombury Bar None 16783 by Ashton Bloomer J741 

3693 n (£5) — James D Beak Malden Bndley, Bath for Maiden Bradley Maid 14th X 403 
and Maiden Bradley Maid 15th X 494, horn Jan 2, s Ashton Dapper 4627, A Maiden 
Bradley Barmaid 2nd 14641 by Maiden Bradley Champion 1st 3358 

3608 IH (£3 )—F Harold Turnbull, Lower House Farm, Llantwit Major, Cardiff, for 
Llantwit Juno X 507 and Llantwit Jane X 508, born Jan 1 , t Llantwit Ben 5412, d 
Llantwit Jill 16900 by Notherton Beltane 3098 

8690 R H —Sherriff A Sons, Lemsford, Hatfield, for Haahei Blossom 22nd X 626 and 
Hashes Blossom 23rd X 527, born March 16, « Dorset Diver 4401, d Nashes Blossom 
15th 17229 by Ayot Premier 4871 


* Prises given by tho Gloucestershire Old Spots Pig Socioty 

1 Silver Challenge Cup, value Forty Guineas given through the Gloucestershire Old Spots 
Pig Society, for the best Boar or Sow In Classes 407 to 413 
'Silver Challenge Cup, value Twenty Guineas, given through the Gloucestershire Old 
Spots Pig Society, for the best Sow in Classes 411 to 413. 
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Lincolnshire Curly-Coated. 

Class 415. — Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Boars, bom in or before 1923. 

3701 L (210, & R. N. lor Champion. 1 * )— F. J Caudwell, Manor House, bibsey, Boston, for 
Bola Pnnce 2nd 4043 (T N. 133), bom .lan 20,1021, bred by W. Abbott, Swaton, Billing- 
borough ; s Ponton Pnnce 4103, d. Bold L volution 12366 by Carrington Orange Evolution 
2nd 1380. 

8703 n. (£5.)— William Todd, Little Ponton Grange, Grantham, for Midville R. 2nd 4408 
(T N 107), bom May 1021, bred by 1 J Caudwell, Sibsey, Boston ; «. Carrington Grange 
Majestic 1st 4281, d. MidvUlo Beauty 28th 12062 by Burton Last 4185. 

8702 IIL (23.)— George Freir, Deeping bt Nicholas, Spalding, for Toynton Hero 4th 4083 
(T.N. 45), bom May 10, 1023, bred by A. E. Alllss, Toynton, Bpilsby; *. Holmes Hero 6th 
4680, d . Toynton Queen 3rd 12872 by Ponton Forerunner 4535. 

Class 416. —Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Boars, bom in 1924. 1 

3707 I. (210, & Champion. 1 )— George Freir, Deeping St Nicholas, Spalding, for Pinchbeck 
Messenger Boy (1 N 44), bom Jan. 24, bred by J H. Holmes, Pinchbeck; s. Deeping Ash 
4741, d Bold Princess 4th 12504 by Ponton Prince 4105 

8705 H. (25.)—kKJ dliucr E Bowser, Wigtoft, Boston, for Wigtoft Baldwin 8th (TN. 070), 
bom Jan 5; * Holmes Hero 6th 4687, d. Wigtoft Helen 3rd 12154 by Carrington Grange 
Mascot 2nd 4287. 

8706 HI. (23.)—r. J Catjdwkll, Manor House, Sibsey, Boston, for BUdviUe Royalist 5107 
(T N. 107), born Jan 7 ; s. Wigtoft Baldwin 3rd 4805, d. Midville Iris 7th 12058 by Bold 
Prince 2nd 4041 

8704 IV. (22.)— William Aubott, Swaton, Billingborougli, for Bold Prinoe3rd6151 (T N. 1,4), 
bom Jan 10 ; s 1 neston Bold 4713, d. Bold Princess 1st 12504 by Ponton Prince 4105. 

Class 417. —Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Boars, bom in 1925. 

8710 L (210.) — Predi rick E. Bowsfr, Wigtoft, Boston, for boar (1 N. 217), bom Jan. 7; 
i Holmes Huo 5<li 4087, d Wigtoft Majority 2nd 12760 by libhtoft Leader 3rd 4575. 

8700 H. (25.) —1 rederiok L Lowslr, for boar (T N 216), bon Jan 7 ; «. Holmes Hero 6th 
4687, d Migloft Majority 2nd 12760 by Fihhtoft Leader d 4575. 

3711 HL (23.)— Harold H Bowsi r, The Holnus, Jiirion Holme, Boston, for Holmes Hero 
33rd (TN 50), bom Jan 5, «. Wlgtoft Maji stic 6tli 4635, d. Holmes Pride 30th 12778 by 
1 lshtoft Leader >id 4573 

3708 R. N.— William ABBorT, Swaton, BilUngborough. 

Class 418. —Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Breeding Sows, bom in or before 1923. 

3716 I. (210, & Champion. 3 )— Harold H Bowser, Ihe Holmes, Kirton Holme, Boston, for 
Holmes Pnde 26th 12770 (T N 26), bom Jan 4, 1921, larrowed Jan. 18; s. Fishtoft 
Leader 3rd 4576, d Holmes Pride 5th 12352 by Caythoipe Bob 4487. 

8713 IL (25.)— William Abboti, Swaton, Billmgborough, for Bold Cambridge 2nd 12510 
(T N 6, 2), bom Jan , 1022, farrowed Jan 4 , s. Bold D< an 2nd 4639, d. Bold Evolution 
1st 12160 by Lafford 19th 3895 

3714 in. (M3.)—FREDERICK L Bow&rR, Wigtoft, Boston, for Wigtoft Mabel 1st 12764 (T.N. 
925), bora Feb 1, 1923, farrowed Jan 6 ; s Holmes Hero 5th 4687, d Wigtoft Heroine 
3rd 12158 by Carrington Grange Mascot 2nd 4287 

3718 R. N.— George Pbeir, Deoping St Nicholas, Spalding, for Deeping Wensor 1st 

Class 419. —Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Sows, bom in 1924. 

3710 I. (210, & R. N. for Champion. 3 )— Jjredlrick E. Bowser, Wigtoft, Boston, for Wigtoft 
Minnie 6th (1 N 971), bom Jan. 5; s. Midville Bob 8th 4803, d. Minnie 1st 12852 by 
Holmes Hero 6th 4687. 

3721 IL (25.)— F. J. Caudwell, Manor House, Sibsey, Boston, for Midville Jenny (T.N. 114), 
bora Jan 6 ; s. Bold Prince 2nd 4643, d. Midville Madam 4th 12408 by Carrington Grange 
Maiestlo 4281. 

3720 III. (23.)— Harold H Bowser, The Holmes, Kirton Holme, Boston, for Holmee Pride 
38tb 12946 (T N 38), bora Jan 3 ; «. Wigtoft Majestic 6th 4635, d. Holmes Pride 26th 
12770 by Fishtoft Leader 3rd 4575 

3722 R. N.— George Freir, Deeping St Nicholas, Spalding, for Deeping Kirton 4th. 

Class 420. —Two Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Sows, bom in 1925. 

8728 L (210.) — George Freir, Deeping St. Nicholas, Spalding, for Deeping Kirton 9th 
(T N. 41) and Deeping Kirton lOtn (P N 42), born Jan. 10, s. Toynton Hero 4th 4983, 
a. Deeping kirton 2nd by Gainsborough Deeping 4317. 


1 Champion Prise of £5 5s, given by the Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Pig Breeders' Association, 
for the best Boar in Classes 415 to 417. 

1 Prizes, except Fourth, given by the Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Pig Breeden* Association. 

3 Champion Prize of £5 5s, given by the Lincolnshire Curly-Coated Pig Breeden* Associa¬ 
tion, for toe best Sow in Classes 418 and 419. 
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3726 n. (65 )—Harold H Bowser, The HolmeB, Kirton Holme, Boston, for Holmes Frida 
42nd (1 N 42), and Holmes Pnde 43rd (1 N 43), bom Jan 5, $ Wigtoft Majestic 6th 
4635 d Holmes Pride 30th 12778 by Fishtoft Leader 3rd 4575 

3727 HI (23 )—Haroid H Bowser, for Holmes Pride 44th (1 N 44) and Holmes Pride 45th 
(T Nf 45), bom Jan 6, t Wigtoft Majestic 6th 4635, d Holmes Pride 30th 12778 by 
1 lbhtoft Leader 3rd 4575 

3725 B N —Frederick L Bowser, Wigtoft, Boston 

Cumberland. 

Class 421 .—Cumberland Boars, bom tn or before 1923 

3730 I (£10)—John S Tordan, Bowston, Kendal, for Bleatara Excelsior 4473 (T N, R O V, 
L 1), bom Tan 20,102 bred by Messrs Bout ledge, Bleatara Crofts Crosby on Lden, 
Carlisle s Orton Squne 1831, d Bleatam Princess 3052 by Viscount Grey 1266 

3734 H (£5)—J B Smalxly, Birkby Hall, Cark m Cartmel I ancs for Stackhouse Monarch 
5805 (I N , S M1 ,1 14), bom Aug 4, 1023 , s Southley Gay Lord 3950, d Southley 
Sumrnt r Bone 5541 by Boyil Fortune 3023 

3731 m (£3 ) -John b Jordan, for Premier of Blackooombe 5831 (T N , T B A , L '31), 
lorn April 2- 1023, bred by A H h ox Brockbank, Kirksanton, Sllecroft, s Southley 
Golden Gam 3958, d Bowston lmj css 4192 by Philip of lauld 1834 

Class 422 .—Cumberland Boars, bom tn 1924 1 
3736 I (£10, & Champion •)—John S Tordan, Bowston, Kendal for Bowston Financier 
5750 (J N - , 7 O R , 1 17), bom Jan 9 ,8 Bowston Lnterprise 4485, d BowBton Snowdrop 
6255 by Philip of Fauld 1834 

3735 II (£5 )—Irancts John Bfll, low Tree Villa, Thomas Close, Calthwafto, Carlisle, for 
Acme of Moorthwaite5726 (1 N,MGU F|l), bom Jan 31, bred by Matthew McGough, 
Moorthu liti, \\i„ on b Southley Gay Lord 3956, d bilvtr Susie 4254 by Jupiter 1786 

3739 HI (£3 ) John Stt il M tt C V b Southley Wigton for Southley Cup Bearer 5858 
(IN S L T 1 19), bom Jan 25 , t Lord Long 4047, d bouthley Bloom 2693 by Ins tram 
blundy 4 2) 

o 737 B N—li vnk Mortimer, Golden Grove, Llanosa, Holy woli for Golden Fashion. 

Class 423 .—Cumberland Boars, bom in 1925 
3714 I (£10, & B N for Champion*)—T ohn S Jordan, Bowston, Kendal for Bowston 
General (IN T O It G J4), bom Jan 16 , * Bowston Model 4490, d Barclose Orphan 
Girl 3452 by Pirton Hught 1242 

3746 H (£5 )—John S Jordan, foi {Bowston Gerald (TN, JOR,G 50), bom March 14 , 
8 i owston financier 4750 d Bowston Eve 6080 by Southley Golden Gain 3958 

3747 m (£3 )—John Sim Mitt Vb, bouthley, Wigton, for Southley Hover-a-Blink 
(1 N , b J J G 12), lorn Jan 15 , s bouthley Gay Lord 3956, d bouthley Soubriquet 
4 368 ly Gold Min< 1768 

3741 B N —Mrs Carleton Cowper, Carleton Hall, Penrith, for Eamont Esther's Heir. 

Class 424 .—Cumberland Breeding Sows, born tn or before 1923. 
o751 I (£10, & Champion *)—John b Jordan, Biwston Kendal for Janet 2nd 4169 (T N 
C 8), bern Mirth 5,1921, fairowtd Teb 12 bud by J 13 Threlkcld Ashes, Wigton, 
6 bqmrc of Ail ton 12b2 d busette of Aikton 1294 by Pnnce Thomas of Aikton 409 
37o* n (£5, & B N for Champion ■)—John S Tordan, for Witch of Ashes 4400 (1 N , 
1 K D , C 19), bom 4ug 15, 1921 fairowtd March 6, brtd by J B Tlirclkeld, Ashes, 
V lgton, 8 bquire of Aikton 1262, d Witch of Aikton 1204 by Prince Thomas of Aikton 
House 409 

3”o0 HI (£3 )—John Strit MRCVS, Southley. Wigton for Southley Soubriquet 4368 
(IN SJ J,D 14), bom Jan 28,1922, farrowed Jan 15, « Gold Mine 1768, d bouthley 
Bloom *693 by lustram Shandy 429 
3750 B N—Iohn S Jordan, for Bowston Jewel Girl 

Class 425 .—Cumberland Sows, bom tn 1924 
3760 I (£10)—John b Jordan, Bowston, Kendal, for Bowston Folly 6088 (T N , J O R, F 
30) born Jan 20 , 8 Bowston Enterprise 4485, d Janet 2nd 4189 by Squire of Aikton 
1262 

67o7 II (£5)—Mrs Carleton Copper, Cailcton Hall, Penrith, for Eamont Diana (TN, 
CEC 18) bom Jan 21, « Aikton House I avourite 4450, d Eamont Esther 3204 by 
Barcloso lcstpkct 1178 

3765 HI (£3 )— John Stele, M B C V S , Southley, Wigton, for Southley Sonsy Sue 6279 
(T N , S L J , 1 12), bom Jan 21, a Royal fortune 3023, d Conceit 2nd 4369 by Lord 
Bow ites 1808 

8764 IV. (£2)—John Stkli MRCVS, for Southley Melody 6283 (TN, SLJ, F 22), 
horn Jan 25, « Lord Long 4047, d Southley Bloom 2693 by Tristram Shandy 429 

x Prizes Liven by the Cumberland Pig Breeders' Association 

* Champion Prize of £5, given by the Cumberland Pig Breeden* Association, for the best 
Boar In Classes 421 to 423 

* Champion Prize of £5, given by the Cumberland Pig Breeden* Association for the best 
Sow in Classes 424 and 426. 
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8701 R. V.—John S Jordan, for Woodnde Sonsy (TN,BWW,r 9), born March 7, bred 
by W Bainbrldge & Son. Woodside 1 arm. Temple bowei by, i Bleatara Excelsior 
4478, d Lizzie of Woodside 4817 by Paul of Scales Hall 3000 

Class 426 .—Two Cumberland Sows , bom in 1925 

8766 I (810 )—Tohn S Jordan, Bowston, Kendal, for Bowston Graceful (TN G 19) and 
Bowston Gracious Gift (T N G 21), bom Jan 16 , * Bowston Modil 4490 d Parclose 
Orphan Girl 1452 by Parton Height 1242 

8767 if (£6 )—Iohv Stbfl M R C V S , ^outhley, Wigton for sows (T N S L T G 8 ind 9), 
born Jan 15, $ Southley Gay Lord 3956, d Southky Soubuquet 3468 by Gold Mine 
1768 

8768 m (88 )—Tohn Stfel, M Tt C V S , for sows (TV SI J , G 13 and 16), bom Jan SO 
s Boyal fortune 3023, d boutliley Bloom 2693 by liihlram Shindy 429 

Wessex Saddlebacks. 

Class 427 .—Wessex Saddleback Boars , born \n or before 1923 
3772 I (810, & B N lor Champion l * * 4 )—A J Kirby, Whitchurch, Boss on Wye, for Offa Hero 
lit, bom Tan 2, 1923, bred by S White, Hitcliin, s Offa 1 mpcror 1170, d 00a Agath i 
6th by Kingswalden Monument 638 

377 1 n (85 )—T L Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton Hants for Ashe Plant 2nd 650, born 
JAn 29, 1921, t Ashe Plant, 72, d C aer Girdle 438 by t xcr Kingm ikt i 9 
1770 HL (88 .)—Alfred J Butler, Bromham House 1 um Oun<uliam lor Godalming 
Victor 1669, bom July 14, 1922, bred by A Jbreeland, iucsiey 1 arm, Godalming, s 
Ashe Mac 2nd 680, d Now Road Queen 1771 

3774 IV. (82)—Dolphin Smith, Mackrey Lml, Harpenden for Harpenden True Type 1404 
born Aug t, 1922 8 Norman King Offa 219 d Hornsey I rue lype 9)0 

3775 R. N—Douglas Vickers, itmplo Dinsley, Hitchin, for Oakley Pnor 

H. C—3771 C —3777 

Class 428 .—Wessex Saddleback Boars, bom in 1924, before July 1 * 

3780 I (810, Champion, 1 & R N f or Champion ')—H G L\kin, Pipers Hall, Ieamingtnn 
for Pipers Oberon 2441, born March 2 , $ Sherfleld Sh wkhtou 81 >, d Pipers lltanla 2975 
by Lastington Joker 277 

3779 n (85 )—Dr William H Forshaw, Slvtlic burst Twhu t, Guildfo-J for Sly+hehunt 
Bar None 23 36 bom Jan 2 , 8 Norman Kin*, Offa 2 JO, d Sly the hurst Bracken 49 38 by 
Ashe Mac 2nd 680 

3781 HI (88 )—Sir Alfred Mond Bart , M P Mclchet Couit, Bonwty, Hants for Melchet 
Premier 2452, bom May 21, t Melchct Stephen 6th 1698, d Hemyock N imesakt 7717 
by Duke of Hcrajock 1032 

3”83 R N —R B Taylor dL Sons, Hendford Lodge, Yeovil, for Sockhill Tempest 

Class 429 .—Wessex Saddleback Boars, bom in 1924, on or after July 1 

3784 I (810)—Dr William H Torshaw, blyththurst, Iwhurst, Guildford, for Bard of 
Slythehnrst 2615, bom Dec 16, bred by Mrs LilUh Walker Slytlichurst Sumy, & 
blythehuret Bar None 2336, d Bhillinglcr Music 6578 by Slythchurst Be jal Oik 934 

3785 n (85)—H H Harris, New I arm Besford Defloid, Worcester hr Besford King 
Norman 2605 bom July 13, t Besford Richard 1960, d lanct of Besford 4961 by 
Birtsmorton Down 350 

3786 m (83)—T L Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton Hants for Ashe Bonny Boy 2603, born 
Sept 2, 8 Masscll Nut 1672, d Ashe Lassie 1st 10502 by Ashe Mijor 1219 

Class 430 .*—Wessex Saddleback Boars , bom in 1925 
3798 I (810)—Stantey White Hammond Ind, Harpenden for Offa Champion Boy, boin 
Tan 5 * Offa Mac 1st 1913, d Offa Monica 5012 by Offa Egbert 696 

3709 H (85)—Stanley White for Offa King Norman, bom Jan 5, » Offa Mac 1st 1913, 
d Pride cf Ash 2nd 2014 by lifleld first 42 

3796 HL (88)—Douglas Vickers, Jtmple Dinsley, Hitchin, for Preston Adrian, bom Jan 

25 « Oakley Prior 1678 d Offley Alison 8574 by Offa Dunstan 695 

3793 IV. (82)—H G Larin, J*ipers Hall, Leamington for Pipers Benedick 2613, bom Tan 6, 
« Eastlngton Pagan 1838, d Pipers Helen 6617 by Sherfleld bliackleton 815 

3797 R. N —Douglas Vickers, for Preston Sphinx 1st & 

Class 481 .—Wessex Saddleback Breeding Sows , bom in or before 1923.* 
3803 I (810, Champion,* A Champion *)—A Thfinland Tuesley Farm, Godaiming, for 
Godalming Eugenie 6468 bom June 19, 1922, farrowed Jan 26, * Ashe Mac 2nd 680, 
d Empress Eugenie 1103 

1 Champion Gold Medal, va’ue £5 5#, given by the 'Wessex Saddleback Pig Society, for 
the best Boar In Classes 427 to 430 

* Prizes, except Fourth and Fifth, given by the Wessex Saddleback Pig Society 

■ Silver Challenge Cup, value Uiirty Guineas, given by the Wessex Saddleback 1 ig Society, 
for the best Boar or Sow In Classes 427 to 433 ^ 

4 Champion Gold Medal, value £5 5 8 , given by the Wessex Saddleback Pig Socfttv, for the 
best Sow m Classes 431 to 433 
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8804 IL (£6.) —A. Freeland, for Godalming MoUie 6491, born March 6,1922, farrowed Jan. 
19 ; r Ashe Mac 2nd 080, d. Easton Scout 626 by Mclchet Cooper 2 

8802 in. (88.) — Dk. William H. Forsbaw, Slythchurst, Ewhurst, Guildford, for Echo of 
Slythehunt 9391, bom Aug. 4, 2923, farrowed Jan 7, bred by A 8 Williams, Ewhurst, 
Guildford; s. blythehurst Forest King 1330, d. Godaiming Eclipse 6283 by Oakley 
Tuesley 618 

8814 IV. (82.) — Douglas Vioeers, Temple Dlnsley, Hltchln, for Harpenden Vanity 2nd 8531, 
bornlcb 1,1923, farrowed Jan. 6, bred by Dolphin Smith, Harpenden; s. Brooke Prince 
625, d Harpenden Vain 3531 tyBuscombe Hero 320 

8806 V. (8L)—H G Lakiv, Pipers Hill, Leamington, for Pipers Perdita 6897, bom Sept 27, 
1922, farrowed Jan 1, s Sherflcld Shacklcton 815, d Pipers litarna 2976 by Lastlngton 
Joker 277 

8809 B. N. —T. L. Martin, Ashe Warren, Overton, Hants, for Noreen of Northington. 
H.O.— 3810 C.— 3813. 

Class 482. —Wessex Saddleback Sows, bom in 1924, before July l. 1 

8825 L (810.)— T. L Mariin, Ashe Wamn, Overton, Hants, for Ashe Noreen 11676, bom 
Jan 28; s Ashe Major 1219, d Noreui of Northington 8644 by Ashe Plant 72 

3829 n. (85.) — Douglas Vicki ns. Temple Dinsliy, Hltchln, for Preston Dulcue 2nd 11153, 
bom Jan 3; « Royston Cicero 1530, d Offa Doreen 4845 by Olla Edmund 471. 

3830 m. (88.) — Stanley White, Hamm nd J nd, Harpenden, for Offa Eleanor 1st 11855, 
bora Feb 7; s Offa Mac 1st 1913, a «)tfa Bosana 1617 

8828 IV. (82.) —R B Taylor A Sons, Hendford Lodge, Yeovil, for Sockhill Snow White 4th 
11336, bora Jan 17 , » Lastlngton Rowan 735, d bockhill bnow White 6820 by Sockhill 
Pendarus 860. 

8819 V. (81.) — Claude Coram, Hartnolls, Tiverton, for Hartnolls Blanche 1st 11210, bora 
Jan 17 ; t. Colworth Prince 1616, d Westbury Blanche 11th 5407 by Godaiming Duke 
581. 

3823 B. N. —Sm Michael La kin, Bart , The Cliff, Warwick, for Pipers Dinah. 

Class 488. —Wessex Saddleback Sows, bom in 1924, on or after July l. 1 

8833 L (810, & B. N. for Champion *)—H G Lakiv, Pipers Hill, Leamington, for Pipers 
Manan 12109, born July 21, * Lastlngton Pagan 1838, d Pipers \iola 5620 by Sheraeld 
Shackleton 815. 

8835 IL (£5.) —1 L Martin, Ashe Warren, Oveiton, Hants, for Ashe Lassie 4th 12265, born 
Sept 2; $ Mussell Nut 1672, d Ashe lassie 1st 10502 by AbIip Major 1210 

8839 m. (83 .)—Dolphin Smith, Mackrey i nd, Harpenden, for Welwyn Pearl 4th 11698, 
bom July 18, bred by George Baron, Welwyn , $ Brandon Admiral 1461, d. Ayot Emily 
4th 7084 

8882 IV. (82.) — Dr William H Forshaw, Blythehurst, Lwhurst, Guildford, for Slythehunt 
Charm 11805, bora July 31; $ Kings land Charlie 1812, d blythehurst Bracken 4938 by 
Ashe Mao 2nd 680 

8838 B. N.— MRS. Arthur Shtrston, Otloy Hall, Ipswich, for Otley Lilian. 

Class 484. —Two Wessex Saddleback Sows , bom in 1925. 

3847 L (810.) — Stanley White, Hammond End, Harpenden, for Offa Queen Ann 1st and 
Offa Queen Ann 2nd, bora Jan. 5; s Offa Mac 1st 1913, d. Offa Monica 5032 by Olla 
Egbert 606 

8843 n. (85 )—H H Harris, New Farm, Besford, Deffoid, Worcester, for Besford Rose 11th 
and 12th, bora Jan 10, « bhilllnglee Swell 2002, d Besford Hose 6930 by Lastlngton 
Gambler 684 

8846 m. (83.) — Douglas Vickfrb, Templo Dlnsley, Hitchin, for Preston Vain and Preston 
Vain 2nd, bora Jan 6; i Norman King Offa 219, d Harpenden \ anity 2nd 8531 by 
Brook Prince 625 

3844 B. N. —H G. Lakin, Pipers Hill, Leamington, for Pipers Mary and Pipers May. 

H. 0.— 3841. C.— 3845. 


Essex. 

Class 485.— Essex Boars, bom in or before 1923. 

3849 I. (810.)—Charles Cousn, Jenkins, Stisted, Braintree, for Peace Goliath 1553 (T.N. 

5876), born Jan 8, 1923 ;t Peace Field Marshal 977, d Walden Treasure 2nd 3920. 
3846 IL (85.)—A J Cousins, Crossing Lodge, Braintree, for dressing Angus 4th 1985 (T N. 
7525). bora July 12, 1923; «. Tillyfour Angus 811, d . Crossing Duchess 8th 5924 by 
Creasing Major 209 

8852 IIL (83.)—J Reginald Tinney, Blckllng, Newport, Essex, for Durrington Vicar 1831 
C 1 * N 6894), bora June 30,1923, bred by Sir W H N Goechen, K B E , Durrington House, 
Harlow; i Chelmer Archbishop 789, d Bovills Pride 5382 by Easton Duke 8rd 275. 
8850 B. N. —A. T. Greenslade, Little Walden Park, Saffron Walden, for WaUen Beserve 
2nd. 

1 Prises, except Fourth and Fifth, l_„__«,_ 

1 Champion Gold Medal, value £5 oik, given by the Wessex Saddleback Pig Society, for the 
best Sow fa Classes 431 to 483. 
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Clan 486 .—Essex Boars, bom tn 1924. 

8855 I (810, ft R R lor Champion »)— Kbmsley ft Lemsley, Groat Wakering, Essex, for 
Barling Woodman 2406 (TN 8710), bom April 14, t W oolmer Soldier 1407, d Barling 
Ruby 0640 by Uielmer Comsack 745 

8853 II (85)—A J Cousins, Crewing Lodge, Braintree, for Creasing Claudios 4th 2407 
(1 N 3603), born June 4, t Tryeming Claudius Otli 1529, d Creasing Duchess 30th 
10252 by llllyfour Angus 811 

8858 m (88 )— J Reginaid Tinney, Ridding, Newport, 1 ssex, for Riokling Reignier 9fth 
2527 (1 N 0166), liorn May 11, » B'raston Reignier 771, d Bidding Treasure 4th 6876 
by Walden Champion 843 

8856 R N —li Browning Smith, The Brook, Great ley, Kelvcdon, for Tewea Conqueror. 
H. C —3854 


Class 437. —Essex Boars , bom tn 1925. 

8861 I (810 )— A J Cousins, Creasing Lodge, Braintree, for boar, bora Jan 10, s Fryemlng 
Claudius 6th 1520, d Creasing Fickle 2nd 11070 by Bamsey Powerful 1347 

3864 II (85) —J Reginald 1 inn] y Bidding, Newport ] ssex for Thorley Jay, born Jan 6, 
bred by J Tinney A bon, Ihoili y Hall, Bibhoj’s btortford , * Jujitcr 1357, d Thorley 
Blossom 5«>0 j, by Premier of 1 hoi ley 120) 

3863 in (83 )—W Lawrence Tayiok, Gaily wood Chelmsford for Gallywood Emperor 5th, 
l>orn Tan 17, s Walden Generosity 093, d Gallywood Amy 10th 11536 by Irytraing 
larnur 617 

3860 R N —JbL S Ashton, Truelovea, Ingatcstonc, for Trueloves Admiral 18th. 

Class 488. —Essex Breeding Sows , bom tn or before 1923. 

3866 I (810 )—A J Cousins, Creasing Lodge, Braintree, for Crossing Chanty 11th 11086 
(1 N /o43), born Aug 6 1923, farrowed Jan 2, « Tillyfour Angus 811, d Creasing 
Charity 1368 by Peace Benjamin 81 

1871 U (85) —J Rlginald Iinney, Bidding Newport, Ewex, for Ridding Primrose 3rd 
11420 (1 N 7406), b< in June 27, 102 i, farrowtd Teb 2, $ Barnaton Reignier 771, d 
Ihcrlev Prlmioac 4th 5104 ly Chelmshoe Prince 245 

3808 in (£3 )—Kemslh iS c Remsil\, Great Wakering, 1 ssex, for Barling Matilda 10408 
(I N 71 4), born July 2 192 \ farrowed April 11, s Barling bailor 1030, d Barling ITo 
5552 by Clulmer Conuack 74t> 

3807 R. N —Charles Cousins, Jenkins, Btiated, Braintree, ft Walden Thnfty 6tb 

Class 489. —Essex Sows, bom tn 1924 1 

3875 1 (810, ft Champion l )—A T Cousins, Crcssing Lodge, Biamtree, for Creasing Daphne 
13th 12jo2 (I N 8026), lorn Jan 4, s Tillyfour Angus 811, d Creasing Daphne 5th 
6010 ty Creasing Majestic 207 

3882 II (85) —T Riginaid Iinniy, Rlckllng, Newjwrt I ssex, for Thorley Tassie (TN. 
944 T) l im Tuly *9 lred Iv J Imncy A bon, Tlicrlty Hall Bishops btortford, s 
Howletts Mijor 1701 d Ihorlcy Quince 8144 ly Admiral 2hd of ihorky 1065 

3876 m (£3)—CnARiES Cousins Jtnkius Stisted Braintree, for Homage of Peace 13682 
(IN 0020) bornluly5 bred by J Cousins Great Leighs, Chelmsford ,« Barling Corporal 
1041, d Leer Blud ell 5056 ly Porters Polygram 441 

3873 IV (£2)—Loberi Chanin, Iiity Hill Tarm, Duton Hill, Dunmow, for Tilty Lilly 
(1 N 9(~1) bora July 8, s Crcssing Duke 2nd 1353, d lilty Lady by Maigaiottlng 
Columbus 677 

3881 R N —T Rlginald Tinney, for Thorley Selected. 

H C —3874 C —3872 

Class 440. —Two Essex Sows , bom tn 1925 

3883 I (£10) —H S Asm on, Trui loves Tng*itestone, for Trudoves Greengage and Truelove 
Goldflnoh, bora Jan 2 , s Cicasing Majoi 3rd 1563, d Irucloves Princess 3624 by Banibton 
Claudius 1st 7 

3886 II (£5 )—R Browning Smiih, The Brook Great Tty, Kelvedon, for Brook Soperbus 
14th 9801 and 15th 0802, bora Jan 4, d Brcok Supcrbus Lnd 2328 by Brook Masterpiece 
1613 

3885 III (£3 )—B Bi owning Smith, for Brook Oak 7th 0803 and 8th 0804, bom Jan 1, 
d Brook Ayah 2nd 4182 by Brook Mastirjfkco 1013 

3884 R. N.—Charles Cousins, Jenkins, Stlsted, Braintree. 


Long White Lop-Eared. 

Class 441 .—Long White Lop-Eared Boars , bom tn or before 1924 
3887 I £10 )—H E Benm tt, Hawkenbur}, Staplehurst, Kent, ft r Netheiton Erie King 700 
born Feb 10, 1924, bred by 8 Ward, Netherton House, Yelvcrton, Devon, » Anderton 
Consideration 244, d Netherton 1 rnisie 593 by Qnlther General - 

1 Silver Champion Cup, value Ten Guineas, given by the hasex Pig Society, for the best 
Boar or Sow In Classes 435 to 430 * 

* Prises, except Fourth, given by the Essex Pig Society. 
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3891 n (85 )— -Alfred A Partridqb, Mordref, Plympton, Devon, for Priory Mill Man 878, 
born Maj 24,1924 , t horda Marvel 268, d Priory Mill Maid 1149 by Quither Masterpiece 
122 

3890 in (83 )—Lons 1 leischmann Chetwode Minor, Buckingham, for Chetwode Com¬ 
mander, l>orn Aug 7, 1924, a Chetwode Attraction 660, d Chetwodo Alice 2051 by 
Crdake Perfection 242 

3889 R N —Lolis 1 lmschmann, for Chetwode Claud. 

Class 442 .—Long White Lop Eared Boars, bom %n 1925 1 

o838 I (810 )—W 1 WE«>iLAkL, Godwtll, Ivybndge, Devon for Godwell Ben 934, bom Jan 
.( h Ipphpui Suit in 5 r >2, d tolwill 1 obb> T20o by Harbcrton Piemier 86 
i89o n (86 )—'William Henry hEAL Veilmpstone rarm Plympton Devon, for Yealmp- 
stone Ben 2nd 33(, 1 >m J in 2o , u Netherton Lrle Jung, d kealmpstone Princcsb 73 
by WizUlcr Jiacon Lvy 18 

3800 in (83 )—Atfri n A PAUTRinor Mardrcf, Plympton, Devon, for Priory General 2nd, 
l >rn M ir h 1 j , » lorda Marvel *.08 d Priory Princess 1213 by Lrme General 166 
3893 R N —St i nij y Wnin Hammond J nd, Harpendcn, for Offing Bar None 

Class 443.— Long White Lop-Eared Breedinq Sows, bom in or before 1924. 
3303 I (810 )—Alt nrn A Parti idol, Mordref, Plymiton, Devon, for Pnory Lassie 823, 
birnSt pt 14 19.2 farrowi d I in 3 , s ntner Masterpiece 122, d lorlands tAmiable 
15) by ilob ir nigh Jumbo 20 , 

o0O4 II (85) — William Llijah smith, junk , W « nh iston Hall, Hales worth, Suffolk, for 
Yealmpstone Queen 71, bom Dec 11 1317, farrowed Itb 15, bred by W H Neal, Lower 
\i ilint stow , 1 lyini ton Devon 

)900 III (83)—U 1 Bknnbit, Hiwkcnbury, Sfaplehurst, Kent, for Yealmpstone Progress 
.67) txirn Dec .1, 1921, farnwed March 10 bred by W H Neal Yealmpbtone I arm, 
Plvmjton Devon, # Hurberton licmlir 86, d Yealmpstone Primrose 4th 413 by 
Quither General 2 

JQOj R N—Stanley White, Hammond Knd, Harpendcn, for Godwell Snnstar. 

Class 444. —Two Long While Lop Eaied Sows, bom tn 1926 1 
o908 I (810 )—W J Westlake, Godwell, I\ \ bi ulge, Devon, for Godwell Beauty lit 3891 and 
2nd 3)01, bom Jan 26, * ippltpeu Sultan 5j2, d tolwill Bobby 3205 by Harberton 
lrnnus 80 

3907 II (88 )—Witltam Henry Neal, V o ilmpstono Term, Plympton, Devon, for Yealmp¬ 
stone Flower D9 and 101, b>m Tan 10, s Netherton Lari King, d Yealmpstone 
lliwcr .nd ly (relike Pirfeition 242 

3900 in (83)—SiANLh y Whiil, Hammond Lnd, Horpenden, for Offing Bonny Lass 1st and 
2nd, l int Jan 2, $ Priory Jumbo, d Waddon Oftmg Anna 34th 1253 by Netherton 
Dclcudei 110 


Welsh. 

Class 445. —Welsh Boars , born in or before 1925 

3310 I (£10 )—Gai Iain N Miim-Harro] Gwersyllt Hill Wrcvham, for GwersyUt Pnnoe 
Elwyn 2nd, lxiin Vug 1 1924 , a Ghclford Acorn Kmg 1st 01, d Gworsyllt Catalina 3rd 
41 1 l it ijbMil Ciwr 4 

3911 II (85)—I C Mincirio, Haulfryn Home I arm, Abersoch, for boor, bom Jan 18, 
13.), hied by Captain N Milno-Hinop Gwersyllt Hill, Wrexham, s Brigam Master¬ 
piece 142, d Gw ere j lit Duchess 4th 480 by lyssul Cawr 4 

Class 446. —Welsh Breeding Sows, bom tn or before 1924* 

391o I (£10 )—Cat tain N Mtinf Harrop, Gwersyllt Hill, Wrexham, for Gwersyllt Barbano 
.10 loin Tul> .6,10.1, fin wed Jan 20, hied by James Lvans, Ifynonlas Isaf, Blaen- 
\\ lun Whit laud, S Walls , a Ap Gronw 2, d Peggy Llwyn 13 

3914 II (85)—John J 1 \nph, Glasooed Hail, Wrexham, for Glasooed Angela 221, bom 
Aug .1 l‘)2l, f mowed Jan bred by D Lvans, Gilfach, Llangam, a Ap Gronw 2, 
i Vli e ( urig 14 

3915 IH (S3 )—1 ( Mtnoprio H lulfryn Home I arm, Aber»och, for Gwenyllt Duchess 4th 
4H0 b in Aug 17 1923, f mowed Jan 18, bred by Captain N Milne Harrop, Gwersyllt 
Hill, Wrevhim a I\ssul C iwr 4, d Gilfwh Gen 252 by bhan Tiger 17. 

3912 R. N— (u iaiv N Milne Harrop, for Peggy Elwyn. 

Class 447. —Two Welsh Sows, bom in 1925 * 

3321 I (810) —Cipiain N Milvl-Harrop, Gwtrayllt Hill, Wrexham, for GwersyUt Lady 
Elwyn 0th and 7th, born Jan 1, a Ghelford Acorn Kmg 1st 91, d GwersyUt Bundle 209 by 
Ap Gronw 2 


1 Prizes given by the I ong White Lop-Dared Pig Society 
a Prizes given by the Welsh Pig Society. 



Awards of Prizes for Produce at Chester , 1925. oxlix 

3922 n <15)—F C Minoprio Haulfrjn Hoim lorzn Abersoch for Hanlfryn Mary (T N , 
H 1) and Hanlfryn Jane (IN, H 2), bom Jan 18 bred by Captain N Milne Harroj 
Gwereylit Hill, Wroxham, « Brigam Masterplcco 142, d Gwersyllt Duchess 4th 480 by 
Tyssul Cawr 4 

3919 m (£8 )—Dinah Estates Company Llandinam Hall 1 arm, 1 landinam Mont, for 
sows, bora leb 13 , s Masterpiece of Ptnlel d Dinara Actress by Gilfach (linker 

3918 R N —Da Yin Percival Barneit, Waltorston, Llancarfan Cow bridge, for Waltenton 
Perfection and Waltenton Peaoefol 


FARM AND DAIRY PRODUCE OF THE 
UNITED KINGDOM. 

Butter. 

Class 448 —Tuo Pound ? of Fresh Butter, uithout any salt, made up m pi tin 
pounds r, from the milk of Channel Island, Devon or Vouth Di i w ( atth 
and their crosses 

10 I (£4)— Mrs I R Mildon Mead Down, RaJcenf>rd, Ciedlton 
12 n (52 )— The Marquis of Nokthamiton, D & O , Castle Ashby, Northants 
2 m (51)—T R JiOLITHO 1 rengwainfcon Penzance 
7 IV (10s)— Mrs M Hi ywooi), Iho Barton, Io\beore Tiverton 
l r > V (5s )—Miss Murdi M Shaw C >xweU Lod^i, I anngdon 
14 R. N — D 1 Pennant Nantlys St Asaph 
H C —3, 4,11, 16 

Class 449 .—Two Pounds of Fresh Butter , without any salt, made up in plain 
pounds, ftom the milk of cattle of any breeds or cross other than those mentioned 
in Class 448 

33 I (54 )—G Stjmner Stollbroc k Farm Derrington Stafford 

30 n (52 )— The Missls Roberts Bwlch-y Muen Dolwyddclon North Wules 
21 HI (51 )— Mrs Amelia Cookson Primrose Hill Ktlsall Chester 

-6 IV (10s)—M rs W T Mudd I hoi nth w Ute Darley Harrogate 

31 V (5» )— Miss b H Robinson Red House larrn, Liverton Loftus, Yorks 

Class 460 —Two Pounds of Fresh Butter, slightly salted, made up in plain pound*, 
from the milk of Channel Island, Devon or South Devon Cattle and their 
crosses 

43 I (54 )—Mrs L R Mildon Mead Down Rockenford Crediton 
45 n (52) —The Marquis op Northampton D S O , Custlo Ashby Northants 
42 HI (51) —Captain N C Livingstone Llarmonth ilfehead Magdalen Cllliiifcbim 
Dorset 

40 IV (10s)—M rs M Heywood, The Barton Loxbearo liverton 
3o V (5s)—T R Bolitho irengwointon Penzance 
48 R N—The Duki of Portland, K G , Welbtck Abbey Worksop 
H C— 34 33 41 44 

Class 451 .—Two Pounds of Fresh Butter, slightly salted, made up in plain pound*, 
from the milk of cattle of any breed or cross other than those mentioned m 
Class 450 

65 I (54)—Mrs R Spann Daleford Lane, Sandlway Northwich 
61 n (52 )—-The Misses Roberts Bwlchy Maen Dolwyddelen 
63 m (51 )—Miss S H Robinson, Red House larm, Liverton, Loftus 
60 IV (10s )—C H Roberts, Rhyd-y BUI Rhewl, Ruthin 
54 V (5s)— Mrs Ameiia Cookson, Primrose HiU KclsaU Chester 
02 R H — Mrs J M Robertson, Holly House 1 arm, Mere, Knutsford 
HO— 57, 66,67 

Class 452. —Three Pounds of Fresh Butter, slightly salted, made up m pounds 
t n the most attractive marketable designs 

71 I (54)—Mrs M Heywood, The Barton, Loxbeare, Tiverton 

72 n (52 )—Mrs L R Mildon, Mead Down, Rackenford, Crediton 
77 m. (51)—MRS M Pooley, Haughton, Shifnal Salop 

80 IV (10s )—Miss Murifl M Shaw CoxweU Lodge larlngdon 

75 V (os)—T he Marquis op Northampton, D S O , Castle Ashby, Northants 

73 R V—J Pebrpont Morgan, Wall Hall, Aldenham, Watford 

H 0—76 
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Olau 468. —Three Pounds of Fresh Butter, slightly salted, made up in pounds, 
and packed in non-returnable boxes for transmission by rail or parcel post, 

85 L (*4)— The Marquis of Northampton, DSO, Castle Ashby, Northanta. 

83 XL (12.) — Mrs L it Mildon, Mead Down, Uacktnlord, Grediton 
82 IIL (H )— T R Bolttho, Trengvainton, Penzance 

84 R. H.— Mrs W L Mudd, Ihomth waite, Darley, Harrogate 


Cheshire Cheese. 1 

Made m 1925, except Class 460 

Glass 454. —Three Cheshire Cheeses (Coloured), not less than 40 lb, each, made, 
owned and exhibited by any occupier of land exceeding 150 acres, 

142 I (£10, ft Champion.*) Charles L Parton, Hamilton Hall Tarm, larporley 
103 H (£8)— Charles A G Cummins, Gosland Green *arm, Bunbury, larporley 
148 IIL (£6)—W A Robinson, Lgerton Hall, Milpaa 
00 IV. (£4 )—J Basford, Bridgemere, Nantwich 
168 V. (£2.)— Georof Sutton, Pewitt Hall Hunsterson, Nantwlrh 
120 R. N.— Oliver Hbsketh, Cholmondest Wlnsford, Gheshiro 
H. 0.—101,139,141, 100, 102 C. Ji, 02, 123, 127, 131 

Glass 455 .—Three Cheshire Cheeses (JJncoloured), not less than 40 lb each, made 
owned, and exhibited by any occupier of land exceeding 150 acres 

106 L (£10.)—W R Lea, Lacon Hall, Wem, Salop 

107 H. (£8 )— I A Moore, The Grange, Checkliy, Nantwich 

188 HL (£8 )—C 1 HOi son, Wcstcn Hall, Standon, Lccleshall, StaffB 

189 IV (£4 )—W H Hobson, Woodhey Hall Nantwich 
198 V. (£2 )—W E Moore, Baddiley I arm, Nantwich 

190 R. N.—1 RED Huntbach, Moor Hall, Aston, Nantwich 

H. 0 —108, 172, 177, 181, 102 C —174, 175, 184, 187, 214 

Glass 456 .—Three Cheshire Cheeses (Coloured), not less than 40 lb, each, made, 
owned, and exhibited by any occupier of land exceeding SO and not exceeding 
150 acres, 

236 I (£10, &R N. for Champion *)—r W Heski th, Hrs B ink Cliolmondeston, Nantwich 
219 H. (£8)—H 1 Bonell, Dunhall nail, Dunham Hill, Warrington 

238 HL (£6 )— Axblrt Huohfs, Willington Ciosa, Milpas 

254 IV. (£4 ) —S4MUFL Sumner, Wohesatn Hall Iacoyd, Whitchurch, Salop 

237 V. (£2 )— John Houlbrooke, l hurch 1 arm, Hargrive, Ghostc r 

218 R. N.— The K\ous of the iate I. W Boffe\, Bridge Tarm, Huthall, Nantwich 
H. 0.— 221. 225, 228, 244, 253 C —229, 2 30, 231, 230, 245 

Glass 457 .—Three Cheshire Cheeses (Uncoloured), not less than 40 lb, each, made, 
owned, and exhibited by any occupier of land exceeding 80 and not exceeding 
150 acres, 

293 L (£8 )— James Weston, Bell o' th* Hill, Tushingham, Whitchurch, Salop 

271 IL (£6 )— Jambs Ldwauds, Ivy Lnd Farm, Half-Way House, Shrewsbury 
289 IIL (£4.) —Philip Sumner, Ivy House, Frith, Wrenbury 

270 IV. (£2)— John Houlbrookl, Church Farm, Hargrave, Chestor 

272 V. (£1 )—John Turber, Bioomlnll, Nantwich 
280 R. N.—George Platt, L iton, Tarporloy 

H. C.—277, 280, 287, ?94, 205 C —203, 270, 275, 279, 290 

Glass 458 .—Three Cheshire Cheeses (Coloured), not less than 30 lb. each, made , 
owned, and exhibited by any occupier of land not exceeding 80 acres. 

U)8 L (£8, ft Champion.*)—A P Sadler, Mount Pleasant, Nowholl, Nantwich 
310 II. (£8 )— H Vickers, Maes y Grots, Iscoyd, Whitchurch, Salop 
296 HL £4 )—R H Barnett, Robinson b ( omer I arm, Wlstaston, Nantwich 
313 IV. (£8 )—Wilfred West, Chesterton larm, Ridley, larporley, 

802 V. (11)— Ihomas E Hughes, Spurs tow, larporley 
299 R. K.— Samuel Dutton, Oak Tarm* Haughton, larporley 
H. 0.—298, 300 C.—314 

* £80 towards these Prizes were given by the Cheshire Cheese Federation, and £5 by the 
Chester Local Committee 

1 Champion Cup. value One Hundred Guineas, given by the members of the Cheshire Hunt, 
for the best exhibit of Cheshire Cheese in (lasses 454 to 457 Open to occupiers residing 
within the limits of the country hunted over by the Cheshire Hounds 

• Champion Cop, value Fifty Guineas, given by the members of the Cheshire Hunt, for the 
best exhibit of Cheshire Cheese in Classes 458 and 459 Open to oocupiers residing within 
the limits of the country hunted over by the Cheshire Hounds. 
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Olass 469.— Three Cheshire Cheeses (Uncoloured), not less than 30 lb. each, made, 
owned, and exhibited by any occupier of land not exceeding 80 acres. 

320 L (28, & R. N. for Champion. 1 ) —A. P Sadler, Mount Pleasant, Newhall, Nantwlcb. 

332 IL (26.)— Wilfred West, Chesterton 1 arm, Kidley, Tarporley. 

317 HL (24 )—Charles Boffey, Corner farm, Wettenhall, winsford. 

331 IV. (£8.)— H Viorers, Maes-y Groeb, lscoyd, Whitchurch, Salop 
310 V. (2L) — Ben Eastwood, Manor * arm, Uinton, Whitchurch, Salop. 

324 R. K.— Bichard Maddocks, Bay Tree 1 arm, Bronlngton, Whitchurch, Salop. 

H. C.— 322, 327. C.— 325, 326. 

Glass 460.— Three Cheshire Cheeses (Coloured or Uncoloured), not less than 30 lb. 

each , made during the 1924 season. 

340 L (216.)— w. H. Uoii^on, Woodhov Hall, Nantwlcb 

360 n. (212.)—A P. Sadler, Mount Pleasant, Mtwliall, Nautwich. 

375 ML (28.)—Charles Weaver, Goldsmith tlousc, Burleydam, Whitchurch, Salop. 

362 IV. (26.) —Charles E. Parton, Haughton Hall *arm, Tarporley. 

378 V. (24.) — John Vernon, iUrhill i arm, T usluiigliara, Wliltchurch, Salop. 

360 R. N.—John Simister, Calveihall, Whltchiuch, Salop 

H. 0.—342, 343, 340, 357, 378. C.—335, 341, 370, 371, 376. 

Other Varieties of Cheese. 

Made in 1925. 

Class 461.— Two Lancashire Cheeses , not less than 40 lb. each. 

381 m. (22 )—William Duckworth, Rtbby Hall Dairy, Kirkham. 

Class 463.— Two Cheddar Cheeses , not less than 50 lb. each. 

306 I. (26.) — Y. Portch, liCijih I arm, Wincanton. 

305 n. (23.)—H H Piokford, Manor Darin, Pitni y, Devi/ts 

304 m. (22 )— P. G. Nurse A Sons, Wick harm, Coxley, Wells, Somerset. 

302 IV. (10s.) —Gl ORME Moore, 1 olby 1 arm, l’olblum, Wells, Somerset 

303 V. (5a.)— Miss Hilda Naish, Panicombe harm, J)c lilting, i. pton Mallet. 

301 R. N.— George MoDowall, South Boitland, Dunvigll, Wigtownshire. 

Class 464.— Two Cheddar Truckles. 

400 L (26.) — John Taylor, White House I arm, J*irthcott Green, Alveston. 

406 n. (23.) —Miss Veronica Naish, Farncombo f urm, Doultlng, bhepton Mallet. 

407 IHL (£2.)—F Pori oh, Liigh farm, Wmcanton 

410 IV. (lfli.)—L dward Walt] r, West forest f aim, Gear Hill, Maiden Bradley. 

402 V. (6a.) —James P IIunti k, Castle bummess, Glenluce. 

406 R. N.—H. H. Piokford, Manor Form, Patney, Devizes. 

Class 465.— Two Stilton Cheeses. 

416 L(26. )— Long Clawson l)tlll\, Ltd , Long (law son, Melton Mowbray. 

426 n. (23.) —The Misses F and J Wibsiir, baxclbye, Mdton Mowbray 
420 HL (22.) —biATHEEN and District Dairy, Statheru, Milton Mowbray. 

417 IV. (10s.) —J M Nuttall & Co , Ltd , Dove Dairy, Hartlugton, Buxton. 

416 V. (6a.) — Henry Knight A Co , The Cheese Dairy, beagravt. I ouglibmough. 

422 R. N.— Henry Thompson A boNS, Ltd , Nether Broughton, Melton Mowbray. 

ClasB 466.— Two WensleyddU Cheeses (StiUon shape). 

428 I. (26.) —Miss B J. Mudd, Aldborough Dairy, Boroughbridgc, Yorks. 

427 IL (23.)— Miss Rachel James, Llancayo, Usk, Mon 

430 HL (22.) —Miss M M Sykes, Linton Spring Dairy, Wetherby. 

420 R. N.— Alfred Rowntree & Son, Coverham, Middleham, Yorks. 

Class 467.— Two Leicestershire Cheeses. 

433 L (26.)— Herbert Richardson, The Orch irds, Cotes bach, Rugby. 

436 n. (23.) — Francis W. Tomlinson, Home Farm, Ashby Parva, Rugby. 

431 IIL (it)—J ohn Harrison, Pailton, Rugby 

432 R. N.— Henry Knight a Co., The Cheese Dairy, Seagrave, Loughborough. 

Class 468.— Two Caerphilly Cheeses. 

437 L (26.) —Mrs. A. Blatchford, Arundell Hotel, Litton, Devon. 

441 U. (23.)— Miss Rachel James, Llancayo, Usk, Mon 

430 m J22.)—Oox A Sons, The Creamery, Haverfordwest * 

443 R. N.— Charles Woodward, Rookery Farm, Yole Mark, Hlghbrldge. 

1 Champion Cup, value Fifty Guineas, given by the members of the Cheshire Htiht, lor the 
beet exhibit of Cheshire Cheese in Classes 468 and 460. Open to occupiers residing within 
the limits of the oountry hunted by the Cheshire Hounds. 
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Ol&si 469 .—Two Small Cheeses, not exceeding 6 lb each, of Cheddar or Cheshire 

character . 

460 I (64)—Miss Hilda Naish, J amcombe 1 arm, Doulting, Shepton Mallet 
470 n (62)— Edward Walter, West 1 orest Farm Gear Hill, Maiden Bradley. 

464 m (61)—H n Pickford, Manor Farm, Patney, Devizes 
467 IV (10s )—A V Saplir, Mount Pleisant, Newliall, Nantwich 
460 V (6s)—J I 1 oktnam, The Badge Manor, Ashley, Market Drayton 
445 R. N— Mrs A Blatchiord, Arundell Hotel, Lifton, Devon 

Class 470 .—Two Small Cheese*, not exceeding 6 lb each, of Stilton or Wensleydale 

character 

476 I (64 )—J M Nutiajl A Co , T td Dove Dairy, Hartlngton, Buxton 
4”5 IL (62)—Miss B J Mupp, Aldborough Dairy, Boroughbridge, Yorks 

479 m (61)— J&i bp Wfbster, Shoby Priory Melton Mowbray 

480 R N —The Misses M 1 and J Webstlr, 3a\elb' e, Melton Mowbray 

Class 471 .—Two Soft Cheeses, made from Whole Milk . 

481 I (64)—Miss Rachel Jakes, Llancayo, Usk, Mon 

487 II (62 )—1r*d Wl b*sT1<r, Shoby Prioi Mr Iton Mowbray 

484 m (61)—Mrs Whium J 1 Pantaii Ailkington Manor, Staunton on Wye 
483 B N —Miss B J Mupp, Aldborough Dairy, Boroughbridge, Yorks 

Class 472 .—Two Cheeses, made from Cream without the addition of Rennet. 
406 I (64)— Mrs William T I Pantall KUkington Manor, Staunton on Wyc 
402 n (62)— Captain N C Iiviegstone Llarmonth, lifehead Magdalen, Gillingham, 
Dorst t 

488 m (61) — J E Bolitho Trengwainton Penmrre 

496 IV (10s )—Ihi Duke of Poutiaep K l WelbiLk Alboy, Worksop 

498 V (6s ) -I Ri P Wl bster bhoby J*riory Melton Mowbray 

490 B H— Lt Col Sir A G Weigaii, UMO, Petwood, Woodhall Spa 

Cider. 

Class 473 .—Six Bottles of Dry Cider, made m 1924 
r >01 I (£3) — 1 he Quantock Valt- Cider Co , Ltd , North Petherton, Bridgwater 
601 n (62), 602 HI (£1), A 600 B N — Hirblrt J Davib, Goldsborough Farm, Sutton 
Montis, \eoAil 

Class 474 .—Six Bottles of Sweet Cider, made in 1924 
T04 I (63), A 606 B N — Sir ]AN Hi athcoat Amorn Bart , Knightshayes C ourt, Tiverton 
608 n (62 ) — Hirbi<rt J Davis Goldsborough 1 arm, Sutton Montis, Yeovil 
610 m. (£1), A 611 IV (10s >—Iiie Quantock Vale Cider Co , Ltd , North Petherton 
Bndgw it< r 

H C —607 C —605 

Class 475.— Sia. Bottles of Cider, made before 1924 
615 I (68), 614 n (62), A 513 HI (61)— Sir Ian Heathcoat Amory, Bart Knightshayes 
(ourt Trverton 

>10 B N — Herbert J Davis, Goldsborough Tarm, Sutton Montis, Yeovil 
H C—518 C —«>17 


Wool. 1 

Of 1925 chp 

Class 478. —Three Fleeces of Oxford Down Wool 
**2 I (63). A 521 n (62 )—George Harrison, Galnford Hall, Darlington 
6-5 IQ (£l)— Hugh W Stelgoe, The Grounds, Adderbury, Banbury 

Class 477. —Three Fleeces of Shropshire Wool 

628 I (63 )—N 1 Nunnerley, Tern Hill House, Market Drayton 

630 n (62), A 629 m (61 )—h Craig Tanner Lyton-on Severn, Cross Houses, Salop 

620 B. N — William 1 verall, Shrawardine Castle, Shrewsbury 

Class 478. —Three Fleeces of Southdown Wool 

637 I (63)— fciR Henry Whitehi ap, Stagenhoe Park, Welwyn 

638 n (62) —J k Whuamson, DerwenHall, Corwen 
613 m (£1) — 1 ad\ Iupiow, Luton Hoo, Luton 

512 B. If—MRS Leathak, The Manor, Bagendon, Cirencester 

1 The Second and Third Prizes in these Classes were given by the respective Flock Book 
Societies 
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Glasi 479. —Three Fleeces of Hampshire Down Wool, 

542 I (£3), A 543 n (£2 )—William Todd, I ittle Ponton Grange Grantham 
519 in (£1 )—James Goldsmiih, Blendworth Homdtan Cobham, Haut* 

Class 480. —Three Fleeces of Suffolk Wool 
549 I (£3 )—Major Gbn Iord Treowfn Llanovor Abergavcnnv 

650 II (£2), A 651 in (£1 )— R Worsli y Wor*»wi< K Acten Round, Bridgnorth 
547 R N—1 W Goodchild, 1 he Change Great "itddham Ls«scx 

Class 481. —Three Fleeces of Dorset Down Wool, 

553 I (£3), A5j4H (£2)— Leonard Tory Tumuorth Bltndfirl 
552 m (£1) Mum Lionll dl Rothschild, Exbury bouthami ton 

Class 482. —Three Fleeces of Dorset Horn Wool 
556 I (23), 557 n (£2), A 555 m (£1)—It B Vinglnt, Manor Tarm Waterson Dorchester 

Class SS1S,—Three Fleeces of Ryeland Wool 
660 I (£3). A 561 n (£2 )—David J 1 ho mar, Talachddu Brecon 
559 m (£l)—I W Morris, Brynderwen 1 Jangaatv lalyllyn, Brtcon 
558 R N —Lt Col G D Hale, Cos ton Manor, Aston on Clun 

Class 484. —Three Fleeces of Kerry Hill {Wales) Wool 

563 1 (£3)—1HOMA8 Jones, Great West on Montgomeiy 
562 n (£2 )—Bey Aldersoy, Glanmihclf, Kerry Mont 

564 m (£1)—J C Jo yes, Graig, Llanfair, Welshpool 

Class 485 —Three Fleeces of Lincoln Wool 

572 I (£3 )—Thomas Spink A Soys Hunraanby, Yorks 

671 n (£2)— Rawnsli Y & Tindall Well Vdo, Alford and Park House , Louth 

668 m (£1)—r Duggti by Dalton Holme, Beverley 

570 R N — Clifford Nicholson, Horkstow Manor, Barton on Humber 

Class 486. —Three Fleeces of Lexcesi Wool . 

574 I (£3), A 576 m (£1)—GEORGE Harrison Gunford Hill Burlington 

576 n (£2 )—C H blMPSOY A Sons, Castle House, Hunm mby 

Class 487. —Three Fleeces of Border Leicester Wool 

57 7 I (£3)—William Davidsoy East Learmouth, Comhill on Iwecd 

Class 488. —Three Fleeces of Wensleydale Wool 

578 I (£3)— John W Grebnsit, Holme on Swale, llilrsk 

581 n (£2), A 580 m (£1 )—John A Wiilis Main i House, Carperby, Yoiks 
679 R N—John Plrcival, Easthouse, Carperby \<rks 

Class 489. —Three Fleeces of Kent or Romney Marsh Wool, from Rams of any age 
684 I (£3 )—L H and 0 W 1 inn The Mall Taversham 
583 n (£2 )—Arthur I inn Wt stbroke House, 1 ydd Kent 

586 m J£1)—J Egerton Qulsti d. The 1 its, Cheriton, Kent 
585 R N —THE Larl of Guilford, Waldershare Park, Dover 

Class 490. —Three Fleeces of Kent or Romney Marsh Wool, from Hwe Tegs 
588 I (£3)—L H and G W I inn, The Mill, laversham 
590 n (£2)—J Egerton Qufstrd, The Mrs, Cheriton Kent 

587 m (£1 )—J Rayner Betts, Greenhlll larm, Otham, Maidstone 

Class 491. —Three Fleeces of Kent or Romney Marsh Wool, excluding Rams and 

Ewe Tegs 

593 I (£8), 692 II (£2), A 591 m '£1)—L n and G W Piny, Iho Mall 1 iversham 

595 R. N —J Lgerton Quested, The Firs, Cheriton, Kent 

Class 492. —Three Fleeces of Exmoor Horn Wool 

596 I (£8), A 597 II (£2)—D J TAPP, Hlghercombe, Dulverton 

Class 498. —Three Fleeces of Welsh Mountain Wool, 

608 I (£8) —J K Williamson, Derwen Hall, Corwen 

605 n (£2 )—Robert Ivor Roberts, DyBerth Hall, Dyserth, Flint 
598 IILJ£1 )—H O Lliis, lynhendre, Bangor 

602 R. a —Lt -Col E W Griffith, D S O , Plasnewydd, Denblgli • 

Class 494. —Three Fleeces of Black Welsh Mountain Wool 
612 L (£8)—Mrs Margarft L J Powell, Nanteos, Aberystwyth % 

609 XL (£2)—Alfred E W Darby, Adcote, Shrewsbury 

610 m. (£1), A 611 RJT— Mrs I H T Jervoisb, Herrtard Park, Basingstoke 
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POULTRY. 


div 


By " Cook/' " Hon,*' “ Gander/’ and " Goose 1 ,” arc meant birds hatched previous to January 
1, 1925, and by “ Cockorel” and * Pullet” are meant biids hatched In 1925 

The Prizes in each Class are as follows First Prize, 40s Second Prize, 80s 
Third Prize, 20s Fourth Prize, 10s Filth Prize, 5s 
Special Prizes were given in the Poultry Classes by the following Clubs Dorking, Sussex, 
White Wyandotte, Columbian Wyandotte, Austialorp, Bntiflh Rhode Island Bed, 
and Indian Bunner Duck 

Class 495.— Dorkxng Cocks. 

4 I ft Special — Ralph Alty, Gravel Farm, Croston, Preston 
6 n AIR N —A J Major, Dltton, Langley Bucks 
2 m—J amas W Hall, Lvenlng Hill, Cockormouth 

h a —i 


Class 498 .— Dorleing Hens. 

13 I —A T Major, Ditton, I angley, Buci * 

11 II— RALPn Alty, Graven I arm, Croston, Preston 
10 m , 14 IV & 6 R N. — Alexander Mann, Broomlilll Hoad, Keith 
H. 0.—9 C —7 


Class 497. —Dorking Cockerels. 

18 L ft 10 HI—A T Major, Ditton, I angley 1 ucks 
15 n—T homas Briden, Cononlej, via Lclghles 

Class 498.—J Dorking Pullets. 

19 L ft R N lor Special—inoMAS Bridin, Cononley, vn Keighley 

22 EL A 20 m—A J Major, Ditton Lingle} lucks 

Class 499. —Croad Langshan Cocks or Cockerels. 

23 I—Miss A II Gordon Barrett, The M >unt larm, Hedgerley Corner, Farnliam Royal 

32 n—A lfred Ciddinos, Hillcrest, Chaw 1 en le 1 rith 

30 m— Lindley A Rogers, Gate House I arm, Hurst perprint 

26 IV—L A Merckfl, Klngswood Poultry Tarm, Upper Warlmgham 

33 R N —W H Mitchfil, 1 Imdene, Kenilworth 

HO—28 0—24. 

Class 500. —Croad Langshan Hens or Pullets. 

38 I— Lindley A Rogers, Gate Houso I irm, Hurstpierpoint 

34 II A 41R. N —Miss A H Gordon Barrett, lhe Mount Farm, Hedgerley Comer, Tarnham 

Royal 

35 HI—1 A Merckbl, Klngswood Poultry Tarm, Upper Warlinglum 
40 IV —J dward Cockir, 101 lowngate, Lcyland, Lancs 

H C.-—43 C—38 

Class 501. —Brahma or Cochin Cocks or Cockerels. 

45 I —G W Hbnshall, The Hollies, T mperley, Cheshire 
44 II —Lord Dewar Home stall, I oat Grinstead 

47 HI—Col R b Williamson, The Grange, Hednesford, Staffs 
63 IV—H Martin Wright, lhe PopUrs, Great Shelford, Combe 

48 R H —Mrs Douglas Lambert, Beeston Hill, Leeds 

H 0—61 C—50 

Class 508. —Brahma or Cochin Hens or PuUets. 

67 I A 54 n— Mrs W Thompson, Old Chilwoll, Notts 
50 m—I A Hargreaves, Bradda, 9 Norfolk Road, Lytham 

Class 508. —Bed Sussex Cocks. 

58 I ft Special A 83 n —Major J A Morrison, D S O , Basildon Park, Goring, Beading 
81 in— James Bussel Mapleton Four Llms, Idcnbndge 
60 R W — Mrs M Marsion, Highwooda, Whydown, BexhiH 
H. 0—59 C —62 


Class 504 .—Bed Sussex Hens. 

09 L A 68 HI — Major J A Morrison D S O , Basildon Park, Goring, Beading 

68 II—A J Falkenstein, Marsons Croft, Botherfleld 

65 R H.— Francis P Watson, Crofts bank, Thornton Hough, Birkenhead 
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Class 506 .—Bed Sussex Cockerels 
72 L—Major J A Morrison, D 8 0, Basildon Park, Goring, Beading 
71 IL—Jambs Russel, Mapleton, four iltns, Ldenbrldge 
78 III—A T Talk) nstein, Marsons Croft, Rotherfleld 
70 R. H.—Mrs M Mabston, High woods, Whydown, Bezhill 

Class 506 .—Bed Sussex Pullets . 

75 L ft R. N for Special —Major J A Morrison, D S O , Basildon Park, Goilng, Reading 

78 II—A J 1 alkenstetn, Marsons Crtlc, Rotherfleld 

74 in—f ran cis I> Waison, Croftsbank, Thornton Hough, Birkenhead 
77 R. N.—James Russel, Mipleton, lour Llms, Ldenbrldge 

Class 507 .—Light Sussex Cocks . 

81 L ft 87 m.—J amvs Russil, Mapleton, four 11ms, 1 d< abridge 

79 II —Major J A Morrison, D 8 O .Basildon Park, Oc ring, Reading 
84 IV—T S Worsley, The Cottage, Tbomabv Milage, \oiks 

90 V —R L Briddoy, Knowts Hall Farm, ltldllnga, Alfreton 

80 R N—1 Horton Jiffekson, Wistoston Cottage, near Crewe 

H C—83 C.—89 

Class 508 .—Light Sussex Hens . 

92 L ft 102 V.—Major J A Morrison I) 8 O , lUsildon P irk. Goring, Reading 

103 n—A J IALKRNSTUN, M irsons tr ft, Rc the rtield 
101 m —James Russel, Mapleton, I our 11ms, Ldenbridge 
100 IV—I Horton Jiffirson, Wististon Cottage, near Crewe 

97 R. N —Miss A H Gordon Barrett, The Mount 1 arm, Hedgerley Corner, Tamliam RoyoL 
EL C.—90 C —94 

Class 509 .—Light Sussex Cockerels . 

121 I ft R. N. for Special and Cop ft 111 R. N.—James Rlssi l, Mapleton, 1 our Elms, Eden* 
bridge 

181 II—R Anthony, Home I arm, 1 uxton, Chorley, Lancs 

115 in—M rs M Marstov Higliwoods, Whydown, Bcxhill 

120 IV.—Desborouoh Dobson, Woodlea, Windprmere Rood, L ywarda Heath. 

128 V —Major J A Morrison, D 8 O , Basildon Paik, Goring, Reading 
EL 0—120 0—127 

Class 510 .—Light Sussex Pullets . 

153 I ft Special and Cup, ft 138II —Major J A Morrison, D 8 O, Basildon Park, Goring, 
Reading 

155 HI—W altir Gooderidgi, The Bungalow, Wormald Green, Harrogate 
150 IV—A J 1ALKENSTEIN, Marsons Croft Rotherfleld 
145 V—James Russll Mapleton, Tour Llms, Ldenbrldge 
137 R. N—Charlis Hardy, Argos Hill, Rotherfleld 
H. C.—142 C.—135 

Class 511 .—Speckled Sussex Cocks . 

100 I ft Speoial—J ames Russi i, Mapleton, four Llms, Ldenbrldge. 

169 II —R Anthony, Home 1 arm, Luxton, Chorlc y, I anes 

104 m—A T rALKENSTEIN, Marsons Croit, Rothirfleld 

105 IV —Thomas Lkothers, 10 London Place, Oxford 

108 R N—T Hokion Jefierson, Wistaston Cottage, near Crewe. 

H. C.—107 C -160 

Class 512 .—Speckled Sussex Hens . 

171 I —Capt T M Whittaker, Pen y Bryn Parm, Port mad oc 
178 n.—R Anthony, Home Farm, Luxton Chorley, Lancs 
177 HI —E G Ryall Grove Paik Tavistock 

174 IV—Major J A Morrison, DbO, Basildoq Park, Goring, Reading 

172 R. N—A J 1ALKINB1FIN, Marsons Croft, Rotherfleld 

H.C.—170 0—175 

Glass 518 .—Speckled Sussex Cockerels . 

181 I. ft 185 in —James Russel, Mapleton Tour Elms, Ldenbrldge 

182 n —Cam T M Whittaki r, Pen y Bryn Tarm, Tortmadoc 

183 R. H.—A J Palkensiein, Marsons Croft, Rotherfleld 

Class 514 .—Speckled Sussex Pullets. 

194 L ft R. H. far Special —D W Davijs, fields Farm, Llanymynech 
192 n—A J Falkensti<in, Marsons Croft, Koth< rfleld 

191 HL—Desborough Dobson, Woodlea, Windermere Road, Haywards Heath. ^ 

106 IV—E G Ryall, Grove Park, laviatock ^ 

198 R. N.—T Horton Jefferson, Wistaston Cottage, near Crewe. 

H. a—190. CL—187. 
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Class 515.— Brown Sussex Cocks. 

397 Z ft Special, 203 n, A 109 R N — Charles Hardy, Argos Hill, Rotherfield 
200 m — Desbokouqh Dobson, Woodlea, Windermere Road, Haywards Heath 
H C —-01 C —198 

Class 516 .—Brown Sussex Hens . 

204 I —S Snflson, Mount Rose, Smallwood, Sandbach 
W 11 n —Disbokough Dobson Woodlea, Windermere Road, Haywards Heath 
206 HI —A J 1 ALKrvsTElN Marsons Croft, Rotherflcld 
208 IV A 20j R N— Charlis Hard*, Argos Hill, Rotherfleld 
H 0 —210 C —200 

Class 517 .—Brown Sussex Cockerels 

218 I —Blaksley A Blyth, West Moors, Dorset 

-16 II— Desborough Dobson, Woodlea Windermere Road, Haywards Heath 

217 HI Charles Hardy, Argos Hill, Rotherflcld 

-13 R N—James Russel, Mipleton, lour 11ms, Ldonbiidgo 

Class 518 .—Brown Sussex Pullets 

210 I ft R N for Special —James Russj Manldon Four 11ms Tdonbridge 

22 1 H — Major J A Morrison DSO, ildon Park Goring, Reading 

222 m—A T Jb ALEPNSil in, Marsons Croft, Rotlurflcld 
220 R N —( harles Hard* Argos Hill, Rotherfleld 

H C —-21 0 - -24 

Class 510 .—While Wyandotte Cocks 

2-*> I—Lord DrwAR Homistill I ist Crinsteid 

226 H A 210 R N—1 Anthon* Home 1 aim, Tuxton Chorley Lancs 

-27 m—Miss A H Gordon Barrlti, I ho Mount F arm, Hedgerley Corner, Farnham Royal 

Class 520 —White Wyandotte Hens . 

-12 1 — Iord Dewar, Homcstall List Gnnstcad 

-14 H A 239 HI—R 4nihon* Home F arm I uxton Chorley, Lancs 

-40 IV —P Boweer J 1 or 1 oultry V ard Shccrness 1 ast 

-35 R N — Wili-red W Woodward, F roino Valley Poultry Farm, Bishops Fromc, Worcester 

Class 521 .—White Wyandotte Cockerels 
-48 I ft Special, A 241 H ft R N for Special — Lord Dewar Homestall East Grinstead 
-jO HI A -44 R N—R Anthon* Heine larm, Luxton Chorley, Lancs 
247 IV —Miss A H Gordon Barrett, lhe Mount Farm, Hcdgerlcy Comer, Farnham Royal 
-a- V —B R Irons Ldward Street, Dunstable 

Class 522.— White Wyandotte Pullets. 

2 r »l I ft Special— Iord Dewar Homestall, last Grinstead 
256 H ft R N for Special — T P Burwell J ldllngton, Beds 

263 HI —B R Irons 3 dward Street, Dunstable 

261 IV —R Anthon* Home Term Luxton Chorley, Lancs 
200 R N —Matthi w Nj >ison, Nateby, Lirkby Stephen 

Class 528 .—Cold or Silver Laced Wyandotte Cocks or Cockerels. 

264 I A 273 H—R Anthon* Home I irm Luxton Chorley, Lancs 
- I HI —W A and R 1 Spi NCI R, Cl i lmscote, Bi dies, Banbury 

-08 IV — Wilfred W Woodward, Frome Valley Poultry larm, Bishops Frome, WoieeBtcr 
-67 R N —J G Morten, Pentnch, Derby 
H C— 260 C— 272 

Class 524— Cold or Silver Laced Wyandotte Hens or Pullets. 

-81 I—R Anthony, Home larm Euxton Chorley Lancs 
-76 II—F R Masrpry, 58 St Ldward Streot, Leek 
-"8 HI — Herbert Spensley, Oaks Tarm Menston, Leeds 
277 R N — Capt I S Christie, Wordrew, Gllsland Carlisle 

Class 525.— Columbian Wyandotte Cocks or Cockerels 

284 I ft Special —L H W ace Klngsland Poultry Farm, Solway Ash, Bndport 

286 IL ft R N for Special —Gborgi Tonkin, Marden, Lent 

285 m—S J Shfiherd, Houghton, Bridgnorth 

282 R. H —J W Gerrard, Pownall Green Over Tabley Knuteford 

Class 526.— Columbian Wyandotte Hens or Pullets. 

287 I—R P Percival Shuttington House, JL&mworth 
294 n—G eorge Iomkin Marden, Kent 

291 HI —L H Wage Kingsland Poultry Farm, Solway Ash, Bridport 

288 IV—R P Swalen -> Newbridge Street, Wolverhampton 

293 R, R —William R Readhlad, Lynwood, Hamborough, Yorks 
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(Hast 527 .—Wyandotte Cocks or Cockerels, any other colour . 

303 L & 300 B. B.—F Vernon Hewitt. White Lodge, Quoni, Loughborough 
207 1L— Robert Bell, Wetheral, Carlisle 
302 IIL—Col R S Williamson, The Grange, Htdnesford Staffs 

Glass 528 .—Wyandotte Hens or Pullets, any other colour. 

306 L & 309 K. H.—F \ ernon Hewitt, White Lodge, Quorn, Loughborough 
305 IL—R Anthony, Home farm, Euxton, Chorley, Lancs 
308 HL—J A. Boakdlei Slyne Hoad, Lancaster 

Glass 529 .—Buff Orpington Cocks . 

312 I —J Brooks Myrtle Poultry farm, Irlatn, Manchester 

313 EL—R Anthoni, Home Farm Euxton, Chorley, Lancs 

310 HL—W J Golding, Bowens, Penshurst, Kent 

311 B. II.— Charles Hatton, Willaston Poultry farm Nantwicli 

Glass 580 .—Buff Orpington Hens. 

317 I — S Snelson, Mount Bose, Smallwood, bandbacli 
316 EL — R Anthon\, Home larm Euxton, Chorley, Lanes 
319 m—J Brooks, Myrtle Poultry larm, Irlam, Manchester 
315 B. V.—W J Golding, Bowens, Penshurst, Kent 

Glass 581 .—Black Orpington Cocks. 

321 I — Joseph Lew ib, Cote Brook, larporley 

322 n — Fred Swindells, Diglake I arm, Buglawton Cheshire 
326 IQ.—R Anthony, Home laim, Euxton, Chorley, Lancs 
325 XL I.—Miss N Shanks, Stctehworth, Newmarket 

Glass 582 .—Black Orpington Hens. 

329 I—Joseph Li win Coti Brook, larporley 
332 n—R Anthoni, Home larm. Lux ton, Chorley, Lancs 
328 !H—GEORGE Dickson Hollin Kidge, Wormald Green, Harrow c 

330 B. H.— Fred Swindells, Diglake farm Buglawton, Cheshire 

Glass 588 .—Orpington Cocks, any other colour. 

334 I —George Dickson, Hollin Bulge, Wormald Green, Harrogate 
337 IL — R Anthony, Homo larm, Luxton, Chorley, Lancs 
336 HL —Harold Corbie, Heath House larm, 1 owflcld Heath Surrey 

335 B. B.— Major J A Morribon, 980, Basildon Park, Goring, Beading 

Glass 584 .—Orpington Hens, any other colour. 

342 I — Lord Dewar Homes tall, East Grinstead 

340 IL <fc 344 HI—it Anthony, Home farm, Euxton, thorky, Lancs 

341 B. V.—Lieut Col H Watts, <> B L , Haslington Hall, Crewe 

Glass 585 .—Orpington Cockerels, any colour. 

345 L—JOSEPH LEWIS Cote Brook, larporley 

346 IL— Major J A Morrison, D S O , Basildon Park, Goring, Reading 

347 UK.—A Hammond Browne, 53 Norfolk Street, King's Lynn 

348 B. I.—T W and J K Jrost, Bryntirion Poultry larm, Deganwy 

Glass 588 .—Orpington Pullets, any colour. 

353 L— Joseph Lewis, Cote Brook, larporley 

349 H— Major J A Morrison, D S O , Basildon Park, Goring, Reading 
150 in— Percy Tioe, Mill larm, Ingworth, Norwich 
352 B. If.—A Hammond Browne, 53 Norfolk Street, King's Lynn 

* 

Glass 587 .—Australorp Cocks or Cockerels 

354 I. ft Special— Lord Dewar, Homes tall, East Grinstead 
864 H ft B. B. lor Special - Mi 86 Catherine Gladstone, Manley Hall, H els by , Cheshire 
360 HL A 865 V.—CAPT Mugliston, Latbom Grange, Lathom, Onnsklrk 

366 X?.—Mrs Wunholt, Howcaple Grange, Ross, Herefordshire 
359 ft. B.—Arthur Levet. Cots wold Utility Poultry Farm, Henley 

H. C.—866 C.—357 

Glass 588 .—Australorp Hens or Pullets. 

374 X. ft facrisl.— Arthur Levet, Cota wold Utility Poultry Farm, Henley 

377 IL ft ft. B. lor SpcouL A 369 XV.—H Harold Lloyd, Offley Poultry 1 arm, Sandbaoh, 

367 HL— Lord Dfwar, fiomestall, laiat Grinstead % 

368 V,—Mbs Ward Jackson, Street Court, Kiugslmd 
370 B. B.—F H Hampshire, I pp< rthong Holmflrth 

H* 0.—376 C,—-375 


Q 
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Olaif 589.— British Shade Island Bed Single Comb Cocks. 

387 L ft Special, & 392IL ft R. N. lor Special.— S. Snblson, Mount Rose, Smallwood, Sard- 
bach., 

385 m.—G bokgb Scott, Peerless Poultry Farm, Mirflcld. 

884 IV.—Dk. B. S. Jackson, Poultry Farm, Gamforth. 

888 V.—Mes. Geoffrey Spencer, Reedley, Woodgate, Bexhill. 

391 R. N.—John Spencer, Market Place, Ashbourne. 

H. C.—381, 386, 393. C.—380. 

Olasi 640 .—British Rhode Island Bed Single Comb Hens. 

398 L—George Scott, Peerless Poultry Farm, Mirfleld. 

399 IL & 402 IV.—Mrs. Geoffrey Spencer, Reedley, Woodgate, Bexhill. 

894 m.—C aptain W. Jollans, M.C., Scotter, Gainsborough. 

401 R. V.—S. Snblson, Mount Rose, Smallwood, Sandbach. 

H. 0.—396. 

Olasi 54L —British Rhode Island Red Single Comb Cockerels. 

406 I.—F. Shad well Clerks, Hilltop, Butley, Prestbury. 

411 IL—Job Grimshaw, Brook Bouse Farm, Halsall, Onnskirk. 

414 IIL—J. CAYILL, Bawtry Road, Wj« Veraley, Rotherham. 

409 IV. * 417 R. H.—S. Snelson, Mount Rose, Smallwood, Sandbach. 

410 V.—Mrs. Geoffrey Spencer, Reedley, Woodgate, Bexhill. 

H. 0.—404, 413, 416. C.—407, 412. 

Olaii 542 .—British Rhode Island Red Single Comb Pullets. 

426 L ft SpeciaL —Frank Smith <t Co., Orchard Poultry Yards, Hessay, York. 

444 IL ft R. N. for SpeciaL—J ohn Spencfr, Market Place, Ashbourne. 

421 in. —R. B. Hulton, Lynnhurst, Farington, Preston 
433 IV.—George Scott, Peerless Poultry Farm, Mirhcld. 

445 V.—S. Snelson, Mount Rose, Smallwood, Sandbach. 

422 R. H.— Captain W. Jollans, M.C., Scottor, Gainsborough. 

H. C.—420, 424, 425, 432, 436 C.—418, 419. 

Class 648 .—British Rhode Island Red Rose Comb Cocks. 

446 L ft SpeciaL—F. W. N. Goddard, Sun Street, Hitchin. 

460 IL—A. J. Major, Ditton, Langley, Bucks. 

452 HI.—G. H. Muezlewhitb, Redlands, Tavistock. 

447 R. N.—John Voyoe, 3 Toleman Avenue, Bebington, Cheshire 
H. 0.—448, 449. 

Glass 644 .—British Rhode Island Red Rose Comb Hens. 

464 L—Joseph W. Beard, Skegby, Mansfield. 

466 IL—G. H. Muzzle white, Redlands, Tavistock. 

467 m.—J ohn Spencer, Market Place, Ashbourne. 

465 R. X.—Tom A. Scott & Co., The Trenches, Middle Green, Slough. 

H. C.——463. 

Class 646 .—British Rhode Island Red Rose Comb Cockerels. 

462 L-—John Spencer, Market Place, Ashbourne. 

469 EL—Mrs. C. Colbbok, Boyle Hall, West Ardsley, Wakefield. 

468 IIL—Captain R. W. Abell, The Elms, Stapleton, Leicester. 

Class 646 .—British Rhode Island Red Rose Comb Pullets. 

472 L ft R. H. lor SpeciaL —B. L. Bosanqubt, Holmleigh, Dawlish. 

468 IL—John Voyoe, 3 Toleman Avenue, Bebington, Cheshire. 

473 IIL—John Spencer, Market Place, Ashbourne. 

463 IV. * 469 R. H.—Joseph W. Beard, Skegby, Mansfield. 

C.—465. 


Class 647.— Barred Plymouth Rock Cocks. 

479 L— John Taylor, Heath Farm, Tiptree. 

477 IL—E. Marshall, Hollyhurst, Lenton, Nottingham. 

480 IEL—Dr. E. 8 Jackson, Poultry Farm, Carnforth. 

478 R. N.—W. R. Williams, Carnforth. 

H. C.—476. CL—475. 

Class 648.— Barred Plymouth Rock Hens. 

487 L— John Pennington. Hes wall- on-Dee, Birkenhead. 

485 IL— E. Marshall, Hollyhurst, Lenton, Nottingham. 

486 in. —James Bateman, Mllnthorpe. 

488 R. I.—Dr. E. S. Jackson, Poultry Farm, Carnforth. 

H. 0.—488. 
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(Hass 549.— Barred "Plymouth Rock Cockerels, 

492 I—W ft William*, Carnforth 
494 n —Jambs Bad man, Milnthorpe 

493 HI — Dr E S Taceson, Poultry J ann C urnforth 
489 IV— Fred Carding, Gre cnlind*, M irktt Drayton 

H. 0—495 


Class 550.— Barred Plymouth Rock Pullets. 

BOO L—Fred Carding, Greenlands, Market Drayton 
■502 n.— W W W Butt, Eastfleld I arm North 1 lion shy, lines 
r »05 m — Dr E S Jackson, Poultry I arm, (amfortli 
498 R. H.— James Liwis, 85 Church Street, Old Whittington, Chesterfield 
H. C.— 603 

Class 551. —Buff Plymouth Rock Cocks or Cocktreh. 
615 L—S Snelbon, Mount Herat, Smallwood, feandbaeli 
Dll II— -Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, Norfolk 
618 in.—A C Tatiersall, Watllngford Altrineham 
608 IV.— Arthur W Godwin, 30 St Ldward Stroet, Leek 
606 V.— Jambs Bateman, Milnthorpe 

614 R. N.—W W W Butt, Lastfleld Taim, North Ihoresby, Lints 
H. 0.—516 0—510 

Class 552. —Buff Plymouth Rock Hens or Pullets, 
530 L & 524 n —A C Tatters AIL, Watlingfoid, Altrincham 
628 m. —Matthew Slater, fttdwell Poultry 1 inn, (amforth 
529 IV. —Arthur W Godwin, 10 St Edward Street Letk 
623 R. H —W ft ABRl r, Croft I arm, Htssuy, York 
H. 0.—627 C —522 


Class 558 .—Plymouth Rock Cocks or Cockerels, a~r other colour, 
586 L—ft Anthony, Home F arm Eu\ton, Chorlej, Lancs 
631 II.—Fkid North, Aimdile, Southport 
538 m.—T om Carr, Eeswick House, Annan, NB 

Class 554 .—Plymouth Rock Hens or Pullets, any other colour . 

537 I — Lord Dewar, Homestall 1 ast Grinstead 

618 n 3c 643 R. N—Matthew Slater, fttdwell Poultry Taim, (arnfortli 
641 m.—D r 1 S Jackson, Poultry Farm, Carnforth 
542 IV.— Tom Carr, Keswick House, Annan, N B 

Class 655 .—Old English Came Black-Red Cocks or Cockerels, 

649 I—David Owen, 13 lyleha Wen, lonyreful Glam 

660 n—T MAGILL, Newcisth, Co Down, Jrelmd 

654 IDL & 647 R H —Tom Woodcock, Burton 1 en I lne oln 
653 IV.—J H Baker Sons, Windyash, Bumstiple 
H. 0.—652 C -o r >5 

Class 558 .—Old English Came Clay or Wheaten Hens or Pullets. 

559 I — Gordon Lee, Uphrooks, Glitheroo 

661 n.—J H Baker & Sons, Windyash, Birnstaple 
660 m.—A rthur Brown, I he Old Hall, Hcighington 

656 R. M.—A W Noton, Upper End, Peak Dale, Stockport 
H. 0.—658 C.—557 

* 

Class 557 .—Old English Came Cocks or Cockerels, any other colour . 
663 L— Major J A Morrison, D S O , Basildon Park, Goring, Re ading 
675 n.—ft Watson, Home Farm, Bletehley Park, Bucks 
570 UL— William Telford, Breconside, Biampton, Cumbeiland 
672 IV.—ft B Price, Briton, Rhayader, Radnorshire 
667 V.—Gordon Lee, Uphrooks, Clitheioo 
666 R. N.— Joseph Graves, Station House, Bullgill 
H. C.—673 C.—564 

Class 558 .—Old English Game Hens or PuUeti, any other colour. 
576 I.—J H Baker & Sons, Windyash, Birnstaple 
578 IL eft 584 UL— John Watson, Eden Mount, Kendal 
677 IV.— Joseph Gravfs, Station House, Bullgill 
580 R. V.— Gordon Lit, uphrooks, Clitheroe 
H. 0.—682 0.—683 


clix 
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dais 569. —Indian Game Cocks or Cockerels. 

506 L A 589 n.— Richard Belcher, 9fBarrons Street, West Bromwich. 

503 m.— Georg* Faulkner, Rowton, Chester. 

585 IF. —Lord Dewar, Homestall. East Grinstead. 

597 y.—J ames Harris, Laurel Cottage, St. Martins, Oswestry 

586 B. V.—W G. Brent, Warrens Park, Coads Green, lamnccston 

H. C.—598 C.—591. 

Class 560 .—Indian Game Hens or Pullets. 

604 I. A 611 n.—R ichard Belcher, 0 Barrons Street, West Bromwhli 

612 11L —J. H. Baker & Sons, Windyash, Barnstaple 
610 IV. — George Faulkner, Rowton, Chester 

603 V. —W. G. Brent, Warrens Park, Coads Green, Launceston. 

602 B. V.— Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, .Norfolk. 

H. C.—600. a —601. 

Class 561 .—Minorca Cocks or Cockerels. 

613 x.—L ord Dewar, Homestall, East Giinstead. 

617 IL —J. T. Farrar A Son, 64 St. Ge r «e Street, Smethwick 

618 HL —Alfred Dodd, The Grove, Sliavington, Crewe 

616 B. N.—S E. Parker, 466 Bloxwlch Road, Leamore, Walsall. 

H. 0.—614. 


Class 562.— Minorca Hens or Pullets. 

622 I. & 627 B. H.—Alfred Dodd, The Grove, Sliavington, Crewe 
625 IL—John W. Lowe, 4 Queen’s Street, Northflelds, Stamford 
619 UL —Lord Dewar, Homestall, East Grinstead 
624 IV.— S. E. PARKER, 466 Bloxwich Road, Leamore, Walsall 
B. C.—620 C.—626. 

Class 568.— White Leghorn Cocks or Cockerels. 

628 L—Lord Dewar, Homestall, East Grinstead. 

632 B.—R. Anthony, Homo Farm, Euxton, Chorley, lames. 

630 m.—W hitaker A Tootill, Great Ousebum, \orks 

Class 564. —White Leghorn Hens or Pullets. 

633 L— Lord Dewar, Homestall, East Grinstead 

641 IL —Thomas Brothers, 10 London Place, Oxford. 

638 IIL—A. H. Stanbury, Bradley House, Newton Abbot. 

637 IV.—R- Anthony, Home Farm, Euxton, Chorle>, Lanes. 

636 B. H.—Whitaker A Tootill, Great Ousebum, Yorks. 

H. C.—640. C.—635. 

Class 565. —Leghorn Cocks or Cockerels , any oilier colour. 

648 L—Martin Nicholls, Station House, Warrington. 

646 B.—Ernest Ll. Simon, Pembroke 

643 IIL—Walter Hurst, South Ten ace, Glossop. 

650 B. H.—B. Anthony, Home Farm, Euxton, Chorley, lames. 

H. C.—647. 


Class 566.— Leghorn Hens or Pullets, any other colour. 
657 I.—R. Anthony, Home Farm, Euxton, Chorley, Lancs. 

651 n. A 656 B. V.— WALTER Hurst, South Terrace, Glossop. 

653 IIL—W. Dean, jun , 7 Rimmers Avenue, Freshfleld, Uverpool 
B. C.—655. C.—654. 

Class 567.— Ancona Cocks or Cockerels. 

665 L —E Nhwall, Gravel, Winsford, Cheshire. 

666 n. A 661IV.—B. Anthony, Home Farm, Buxton, Chorley, Lanes 
664 IIL— Henry Hartley, Seghole Cottage, Trawden Forest, Colne 
659 B. V.—Allen Heath, Moss Bose, Stanthoroe, Mlddlewlcli. 

H. C.—660. C.—-663. 


Class 568 .—Ancona Hens or Pullets. 

671 L— Allen Heath, Moss Bose, Stanthome, Mlddlewich. 

670 IL—B. Anthony, Home Farm, Euxton, Chorley, lainctf. 

676 HL—Frederick Scott. Wert Garth, Araslde, via Carnforth. 

673 nr.—H enry Hartley, Seghole Cottage, Trawden Forest, Colne. 

674 B. H.—K. Newall, Gravel/ Winsford, Cheshire. 

H. C. —672. 0.—669. 
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Glass 569. —Campine Cocks or Cockerels, 

077 I.— Major J A Morrison, 1)80, Basildon Park, Goring, Beading 
070 n.—L hut.-Comdr Howard G Naldik, Tangley Mere, Chitaorth, Surrej 
081 m.— Lieut.-Col W G Lucas, Beech Place, Btowiuarkct 
H. C.—080. C.—078 

Glass 570. —Campine Hens or Pullets, 

084 I.— Lebut-Comdr Howard G Naldh*, Tangley Mere, Chitaorth, Surrej. 
082 IL— Lionel Turner, The Old House, Lewes 

083 m. A 080 R. N.—Lieut -Col W G Lucas, Beech Place, btowiuarkct 
H. C.—685 


Class 571.— Stc%lian Buttercup Cocks or Cockerels, 

089 I.— Lawrence A Holmes, The Gro\e, Ltwall, Derby 
091 1L A 095 R. V — Iom A Scott A Co , The Trenches, Middle (.icon, Slough 
088 HL—MRS ( Colbick, Bo\lc Hall, West Ardsley, W aktfield 
093 IV.— Blaksley A Blyth, West Moors, Dorset 
H. C.—687 C.—692 

Class 572.- Sicilian Buttercup Hens or Pullets, 

698 L A 702 HL— Ernfst James Gee, Hartley Grange, LongAeld, Kent 
607 IL —Major J A Morrison, DSO, Basildon Park, Goring, K<ading 
099 R. K.—roM A beorr A to , Hie Trenches, Middle Green, Slough 
H. 0.—096 C —700 

Glass 578.— Cocks , any other distinct variety, Bantams excepted, 

714 I— Joseph Ltwis, ( oto Brook, 'larporky Old English Pheasant 1 owl 
718 H—B Anthony, Homo Tarm Lux ton, Chorley Hamburgh 
700 HL—J H Baker \ Sons, Windyash, Barnstaple Jubilee Indian Game 
711 IV —Miss A. H Gordon Barrett, The Mount Farm, Hedgerley Comer, 1 arnham Koval 
Sillde 

717 V. —Mrs J M Walker, Oaklane Pedigree Poultry Farm, N* * digate, Surrej Barnc- 
velder 

704 R. H.— Lord Diwar, Homostall, l^ast Grinstead Modem Game 
H. C.—710 C—709 

Glass 574.— Cockerels, any other distinct variety, Bantams excepted, 

721 I—W W W Butt, Lastfleld Farm, North Ihoresby Salmon 1 avtrolle 
720 n — Thomas Hoyli*, 8 avile Boyd, Halifax Black Hamburgh 

722 HL —Mrs J M Walkik, Oaklane Ptdigicc Poultry 1 arm, New digate, burrej Burnc- 
vclder 

Glass 575.— Hens , any other distinct variety, Bantams excepted, 

730 L—Harry Fox, Richmond Poultry I arm, Matlock Kedcap 

720 H.—B Anthony, Home larrn, Buxton, Chorley Hamburgh 

7J5 m.—J oseph Pickerill, Sound Council School, Nantwlch Club-type Langshan 

732 IV. —J H Baker & Sonb, Windyash, Barnstaple 

724 V.—Miss A H Gordon Barrett, The Mount farm, Hedgerley Comer, 1 arnliam Koyal 
Silicic 

728 R. N.—Joe H Spukry, The Cottage, Park \icw, Llanelly Modem Game 
H. 0.-734 a—737 

Glass 576.— Pullets, any other distinct variety. Bantams excepted, 

741 L —W W W Butt, Eastfleld farm, North Thoresby Salmon Faverolle 

741 IL—Miss A H Gordon Barrett, The Mount farm, Hedgerley Comer, I arnliam Koyal. 
Sillde 

742 HL— Thomas Hoyle, 8 avile Boyd, Halifax Black Hamburgh 
745 R. V.— Blaksley A Blyth, West Moors, Dorset. White Bresse 

H. a—740. 

Glass 577. —Utility Poultry, White Wyandotte Cocks or Cockerels, 

749 L A 750 HL —Bichard Kodwell, Walverden Poultry J arm, Nelson. 

7j8 H. — Mrs Edith Sheppard, Chanticleer Poultry farm, Wrexham 

750 IV.— Man j a Habrop, Gwersyllt Hill, Wrexham 

702 V.—Miss E G Dobie, Willow Cottage, Mouldswortli, Chester 

703 R. R.—Arthur Snowden, Clayton Hall Poultry 1 arm, Crosshills, Yorks. 

H. C.~ 759 C.—751 

Glass 578.— Utility Poultry, White Wyandotte Hens or Pullets, 

777 L —Park House Poultry f arm, Horley, Surrey 
707 IL —C N Goode, Bletaoe, Bedford 

778 HL— Richard Rod well, Walverden Poultry farm, Nelson 

704 IV.— Lord Dewar, Homestall, East Grinstead 
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771 V.—Isaac Ashton & Son, Hr Tree Farm, Duldnfleld. 

781 B. N.—J. T. Bosley, The Cottages, Liverpool Sanatorium, Frodaham. 

H. 0.—768. a—769. 

Olus 579 .—Utility Poultry, White Leghorn Cocke or Cockerels. 

790 L —Richard Rodwell, Waiver den Poultry Farm, Nelson 

796 IL — Arthur Snowden, Clayton Hall Poultry Farm, Crosshills, Yorks. 

791 QL—Mbs E. G. Dobxe, Willow Cottage, Moulds worth, Chester. 

789 IV.— Habby Whitboak, The Grange Farm, Keldwick, Keighley. 

788 V.—Mbs. J. A. Habbop, Gwersyllt Hill, Wrexham 

792 B. M.—Mbs. A. Biohakds & Sons, Statham Meadows Poultry Farm, Lynn. 

H. 0.—793. C.—787. 

Class 680.— Utility Poultry, White Leghorn Hens or Puttete. 

814 L—Miss E G Dome, Willow 4 Cottage, Mouldsworth, Chester. 

798 H.— Lord Dbwab, Homes tall, East Grinstead. 

802 HL & 816 IV.— Richard Rodwell, Walverden Poultry Farm, Nelson. 

811 V.—Mbs. J. A. Habbop, Gwersyllt Hill, Wrexham. 

818 B. N.— Francis D. Watson, Croftsbank, Thornton Hough, Birkenhead. 

H. C.—812. 0.—810. 

Class 581 .—Utility Poultry, British Rhode Island Red Cocks or Cockerels, 

836 L— Thomas Atkinson, Croft Poultry Farm, Burton-in-Lonsdale, Carnforth. 

828 n.—J. T. Bosley, The Cottages, Liverpool Sanatorium, Frodaham. 

836 HL—C. Boots, 3 Victoria Road, Runcorn. 

824 IV.—F. W. N Goddard, Sun Street, Hitchin 
830 V.— Isaac Ashton & Son, Fir Tree Farm, Dukinfleld. 

823 B. H.—Miss M. K. Napier, Wellington Rood Poultry Farm, Taunton. 

H C.—832. C.—821. 

Class 582 .—Utility Poultry, British Rhode Island Red Hens or Pullets . 

843 L— Thomas Hodgson & Son, Reds holme, Cot her stone, Darlington 
840 H.—Mbs. Edith Sheppard, Chanticleer Poultry Farm, Wrexham. 

844 HL—J. T. Bosley, The Cottages, Liverpool banatonum, Fiodsham. 

846 IV.—G. Clapham, Bow brook, Shrewsbury. 

846 B. N.—Robert Howard, Mlllfleld Poultiy Form, Lower Thingwall, Birkenhead. 

^ H.C.—842 C.—841. 

Class 588 .—Utility Poultry, Sussex Cocks or Cockerels, any colour, 

849 L— C. N. Goode, Bletsoe, Bedfoid. 

861 H.—G. and T. Rowe, Cowley Lodge, Buckingham 

860 HL—C. W Craoknell, 257 Franklin Road, Kings Norton, Birmingliam. 

dais 584 .—Utility Poultry, Sussex Hens or Pullets, any colour, 

866 L—C. N. Goode, Bletsoe, Bedford. 

864 n.—0. W. Cbacknell, 257 Franklin Road, Kings Norton, Birmingham. 

852 HL— Lord Dbwab, Homestall, East Grinstead. 

863 IV.— Pbyce E. Hughes, GreBty, Crewe. 

854 V.—W. H. Beady, Gian-y-Coed, Penmaenmawr. 

868 B. N.— Robert Howard, Mlllfleld Poultry Farm, Lower Thingwall, Birkenhead. 

H. C.—860. 0.—863. 

Glass 585 .—Utility Poultry, Cocks or Cockerels, any other variety, 

867 L—W. B. Abbey, Croft Farm, H essay, York. Bull Plymouth Rock. 

872 IL—Dr. E. 8. Jackson, Poultry Farm, Carnforth. 

870 HL—G. Clapham, Bowbrook, Shrewsbury Ancona. 

871 B. H.— Arthur Snowden, Clayton Hall Poultry Farm, Crosshills, Yorks. Bamevelder. 

EL a—869. 0.*—878. 

Class 588 .—Utility Poultry, Hens or Pullets, any other variety. 

883 L— Frederick Scott, West Garth, Arnside, Carnforth. Ancona. 

878 IL— Richard Rodwell, Walverden Poultry Farm, Nelson. 

874 HL— Lord Dbwab, Homestall, East Grinstead Black Orpington 

875 IV.—Mbs. J. M. Walker, Oaklane Pedigree Poultry Farm, Newdigate, Surrey. Bame¬ 
velder. 

877 B. H.— Walter Hurst, South Terrace, Glossop. Black Leghorn. 

H. a—881. 0.—879. 

Class 587 .—Aylesbury Drakes or Ducks. 

887 L —JAMES Huntly & Son, Hirsel Poultry Farm, Coldstream. 

886 IL— Mrs. A. H. Parry, Henblas, Llanerchymedd, Anglesey. 

888 HL— The Rev. Joseph Hewetson, Burbage Vicarage, Buxton. 

886 B. H.—C. S. Gamon, Thomton-le-Moors, Chester. 

H. a—891. 
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Class 588. —Rouen Drakes or Ducks. 

892 L & 000 HL—E Anthony, Homo Farm, Euxton, Chorley, Lancs. 

898 n.—S amuel Spinks, Park Farm, Stowting, Ashford, Kent 
896 IV.— Jambs Huntly <fc Son, Hirsel Poultry Farm, Coldstream 
894 B. M.— Arthur Mospord, Frog Lane Farm, Tattenhall, Chester 
H. 0.—902 C—893. 

dan 589. —Fawn Indian Runner Drakes or Ducks t bred prior to 1925. 
911 L St Special —E H Lang, Greenwood House, Wigton 
910 IL St Special.-— James E Smith, Nethorholm House, Dumfries 
914 m. ft B. N. for SpeaaL— The Misses Davidson and Chisholm, Cantray, Croy, Gollan- 
fleld, Inverness-shire 

908 IV. ft R. N. for Special. A 913 V.—William Woodmass, Howard House, Gllsland, Carlisle. 
H. C.—910 C.—906 

Clasa 590. —Fawn Indian Runner Drakes or Ducks, bred in 1925. 

917 L—E H Lang, Greenwood House, Wigton 

919 II— Eiginald Appli yard, Brewsters, Ixworth, Suffolk 

920 HI —Miss Annie Plrcifull, Beach Poultry Farm, Minthead 

921 B. H — William Woodmass, Howard House, Gllsland, Carlisle 

Olasi 591. —Indian Runner Drakes or Ducks, any other colour, bred prior to 1925. 

922 L. 924 m. A 926 R. N — IttGiVALD Applbyard, Brewsters, Ixworth, Suffolk 

923 U —E H Ling, Greenwood House, Wigton 

dais 592. —Indian Runner Drakes or Ducks, any other colour, bred in 1925. 

926 L—E H Lang, Greenwood House, Wigton 

930 II— The Efv Joseph Hkwiison, Burbige Vicarage, Buxton 

929 HE—Eiginald Apple yard, Brewsters, Ixworth, Suffolk 

928 R. N— James E Smith, Nctluiholm House, Dumfries 

Glass 598. —Buff Orpington Drakes or Ducks, bred prior to 1925. 

933 I — Jami s Huntly A Son, Him 1 Poultry 1 arm, Coldstnam 
914 H—InoMAS Umplfby, Hillingdon, Primrose Hill, Jarrow on Tyne 
932 m.—C ol E b Williamson, The Grange, HedneBford, staffs 

Class 594. —Buff Orpington Drakes or Ducks, bred in 1925. 

938 L— Mrs H B Johnson, I lloughton Cistle, Biough 

936 II —Lieup Col W G 1 ucas, Beech Place, btowiuark(t 

937 HL— James Hun ply A Son, Hirsel Poultry Farm, Coldstream 

936 B. N.—Lieut Col G R B Patti n, Gian Hafod, Ponmain, Old Colwyn. 

Class 595.— Drakes, any other variety. 

946 I— Dr a Bvrry Sykis, Ashhurst, Formby Ciyuga 
941 II— Leslie Wibb, Walton Leigh, Addlestone Crested 
946 m — James Longson A Sons, Buxton Road, Cliapel-tn lo 1 rith Pekin 
943 B. N —C N Goode, Bletsoe, Bedford 
H. C.—940 0 —947 

Class 598.— Ducks, any other variety, 

949 I —Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, Norfolk 

962 IL—Dr A Barry S\kes, Ashhurst, Foimby Cayuga 

950 in—C N Goode, Bletsoe, Bedford 

951 R. N — James Longbon A Sons, Buxton Road, Chapel-en le Frith Pekin 
H. 0.—948 

Class 597. —Emhden Ganders or Geese. 

954 I.—Abbot Brothers, ihuxton, Norfolk * 

957 n.—E dward Diokin, Pentrecoed, LUtsmere 

955 IIL— Reginald Applbyard, Brewsters, ixworth, Suffolk 

956 R. V.—MRS A H PARRY, Honblas, Llanerchymcdd, Anglesey. 

a. a —959 a—958 

Class 598. —Toulouse Ganders or Geese. 

960 L— Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, Norfolk 
962 IL—W G Watson, Rusper Road, Horsham 

961 HL— Reginald Applbyard, Brewsters, Ixworth, Suffolk. 

Class 599. —Turkey Cocke. 

965 L— Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, Norfolk 

967 IL— Horace Woollatt, Valley Farm, Codlcote, Welwyn. 

966 HL & 963 R. H.—Lady Harlech, Brogyntyn, Oswestry 
H. C.—964 



clxiv Awards of Horticultural Prizes at Chester , 1925. 

OUn 600 .—Turkey Hens. 

969 I. Abbot Brothers, Thuxton, Norfolk. 

970 IL— Horace Woollatt, Valley Farm, Codlcote, Welwyn 
968 ML— Herbert Bennett, Turkey Farm, Braises ortli, Kje 


HORTICULTURAL EXHIBITION. 

OUn 1 .—Groups of Miscellaneous Plants . 

1 L (146. 1 St G.M.*) —James Cypher a Sons, Cheltenham. 

2 H. (MO.)—W A Holmes, West End Nurseries, Chesterfield. 

3 HL (180.)—T. M. 1*etch, Highfleld Nursery, Great Horton, Bradford. 

Clan 2 .—Collections of Orchids . 

6 L (418.)— Stuart Low As Co , Bush Hill Park, Enfield. 

4 n. (47 .)—James Cypher Sr Sons, Cheltenham. 

Class 8 .—Collections of Delphiniums. 

8 L (46, St G.M. 1 )—Bees, Ltd , Sealand Nurseries, Chester 

0 IL (44.) —Blackmohk a Langdon, Twerton-on-Avon, Bath. 

Class 4.— Groups of Tuberous Begonias in Pots. 

9 I. (480.)— Blackmore & Langdon, Twerton-on-Avon, Bath. 

Class 6 .—Collections of Hardy Flowering and Foliage Shrubs in Pots. 

10 1. (416.)— Bees, Ltd., Sealand Nurseries Chester. 

Class 6.— Collections of Hardy Perennial Plants and Cut Blooms. 

11 L (480. 1 )—Bees, Ltd , Sealand Nurseries, Chester 

12 IL (486.)— William Artindalk & Son, Nether Green, Sheffield. 

14 HL (880.)— Gibson & Co., Leemlng Bar, Bedale 
H. C.—13. 

Class 7 .—Best Representations of Hardy Perennial Borders. 

15 L ( 886 .) —Bees, Ltd., Sealand Nurseries, Chester 

J 6 IL (880.)— William Artindale A Son, Nether Green, Sheffield. 

17 in. (H 6 .)— Gibson A Co., Leemlng Bar, Bedale. 

Class 8 .—Collections of Cut Sprays of Tree Carnations. 

20 L (816.) —C. Kngblmann, Ltd , Saffron Walden 

19 H. (410.)—Stuart Low A Co , Bush Hill Park, Enfield 

Class 9.— Collections of Cut Sprays of Border Carnations. 

21 I. (416.)-H LtKBMtN, Queensherry Nursery, Thornton Heath 

Glass 10 .—Collections of Sioeet Peas. 

23 I. (416.)— Robert Bolton A Hon, Birdbrook, HaKte.id. 

24 n. (410.)—E W. King A Co, Coggebhall, Essex. 

25 1IL (47.)—J Stevenson, Wlmbome, Dorset. 

Class 11. —Collections of Cut Roses. 

27 L (416.)— Bees, Ltd , Sealand Nurseries, Chester 

28 n. (410.)— Thomas Robinson, Porchester Nurseries, Nottingham. 

29 m. (47.)—W. and J. Brown, Peterborough 

26 IV. (46.)—A. J. Allen A Co., Bowthorpe Nurseries, Norwich. 

Exhibits not for Competition. 

Large Gold Medals to :— 

All wood Bros., Wivelsfield Nurseries, Haywards Heath. Carnations. 

Robert Bolton A Son, Birdbrook, Halstead. Sweet Peas. 

Alexander Dickson A Sons, Howlmark, Newtownards. Roses. 

Kent A Brydon, Ltd., Darlington. Alpine Plants and Rockery. 

Studley College, 8 tudley, Warwickshire Fruit*. 

Sutton A Sons, Reading. Vegetables, Fruit and Flowers. 

Waterer, Sons A Crisp, Bagshot, Twyford Shrubs and Examples of Topiary. 


1 Prise given by the Royal Botanical and Horticultural Society of Manchester and Northern 
Counties. 

* Gold Medal given by the Royal Botanical and Horticultural Society of Manchester and 
Northern Counties for an exhibit of special merit. 
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Awards of Horticultural Prizes at Chester , 1925. 

Gold Medals to — 

James Carter A Co, lia>nes Park, London S W llorists* Flowers and bweet It is 

Bobbie a Co, Ltd , Edinburgh bweet Peas 

Bokard Nursery Co , Newcastle Co Down, Posen 

Charles H Elston, Parkflold Hoad Sefton Park, Lnerpool Hock Garden 

Laxton Brothers, Bedford Strawberries 

John Peed A 80N8, West Norwood, London S E Greenhouse Plants 
Maurice Pritchard A Sons, Christchurch, Hants Hcibaccous and Alpine Hants 

Silver Gilt Medals to — 

B H Cant A Sons Old Hose Gardens, Colchester HobCB 
AiIXANDER Bickson A bONS Howlmark, Newtownaids Sweet Peas 
Henri Eckpord Wem, Salop Sweet Peas 

John Forbes (Hawick), Ltd, Buccleuch Nurseries, Hawick 1 mtstcmons, Phloxes and 
Violets 

t H lAUDfviN, Baby 1 lower Farm Willaston, Chester Tornnl \\ all and Pool Garden 
Ioogood A Sons, Ltd , boutnampton 1 lowers and Vegetables 

Silver Medals to — 

Aitken, Barrow Hoad Nnrsiry, Tarvin Chester New bt dice Fvinmmlills Iongifoha 

Aldersby Horticultural College, noir Chester Herbaceous Border 

Bowell & bKFURATT, Hardy Plant Nurseries, Cheltenham Alpmes and H irdy Plants 

Banii>L£8 Bros Itd , Norwich Hoses and Herbaceous 1 lowers 

TARM AN & Co , Chard Cut How era and Hoses 

Jonis Bros, Bromborough, Cheshire Hardy Herbaceous Flowers 

7ohn Tones, Wem Salop tnlas 

H Lakhcan, Quccnsbcrry Nursery Thornton Heath Bordor Carnations 
Maxwfil A Beale, Broidstone, Dorset Alpines 

Ldward Webb A bONS (Stourbridgl), Ltd , Wordsley, bt airbridge Sweet Peas 
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PRINCIPAL ADDITIONS TO THE LIBRARY. 

[The name of the donor , or the mode of acquisition, appears in Italics 
after the title of each work .] 

Agricultural Economics Research Institute. Miscellaneous 

Papers 1923-25. Vol. Ill Oxford, 1925 . . Institute 

Bailey, L. H. The Gardener. New York, 1925 . . Publishers 

Bridges, A., and Dixey, R. N. Sugar Beet: The results of an 
inquiry into the costs of production, yields and returns in 

1924. Ministry of Agriculture Research Monograph No. 3. 

London, 1925. ....... Purchased 

Canada Year Book 1924. Ottawa, 1925 . . . Dominion Qovt. 

Cattle Breeding. Proceedings of the Scottish Cattle Breeding 
Conference. Edited by G. F. Findlay, Ph.D. Edinburgh, 

1925 ......... Purchased 

Central Council of Milk Recording Societies. Year Books, 

1921-25. Council 

Chupp, Charles. Manual of Vegetable-Garden Diseases. New 

York, 1925 . Publishers 

Conhtantinesco, M. Revolution de la Propri6te Rurale et la 

Reforme Agrairo on Roumome. Bucharest, 1925 . Author 

Crew, F. A. E. Animal Gonotics : An Introduction to the science 

of animal breeding. Edinburgh, 1925 . . . Purchased 

Dowling, R. N. Sugar Beet from Field to Factory. London, 

1925 ......... Purchased 

Edinburgh University Animal Breeding Research Depart¬ 
ment. Report of the Director, April 1, 1924, to March 31, 

1925. Edinburgh, 1925 ...... Department 

Faber, Harald. Forago Crops m Denmark. London, 1920 Purchased 
Fay, C. R. Co-operation at Home and Abroad. 3rd edition. 

London, 1925. ....... Purchased 

Harding, L. The Whey Problem and a Solution. A Technical 
Account of the Manufacture of Condensed Whey, Lactose 
and Animal Foods, with Costs. Ministry of Agriculture 
Research Monograph No. 5. London, 1925 . . Purchased 

Hedrick, U. P. Systematic Pomology. New York, 1925 . Publishers 
Hill, W. S. The Culture of Lucerne. Auckland, N.Z., 1925 Purchased 
Hitier, H. Notes on Polish Agriculture. Warsaw, 1926 Dr, Lutoslawski 
Howson, T. A. An Account of the Official Introduction of Kerry 
Hill (Wales) Sheep to Scotland—and some impressions. 

With a Prefatory Note by W. P. Laithwood. Newtown, 

Mont. Society 

Hurst, C. C. Experiments in Genetics. Cambridge, 1925 . Purchased 
Imms, A. D. A General Text Book of Entomology. London, 

1925 ......... Purchased 

International Institute of Agriculture. International Year 
Book of Agricultural Statistics for 1924-25. Rome, 

1925 ......... Purchased 

Korthals-Altes, J. Sir Cornelius Vermuyden. The Life-work 
of a great Anglo-Dutchman in Land Reclamation and Drain¬ 
age. With some Notes by the Author on the present con¬ 
dition of Drainage in England and a resum6 of the Drainage 
Legislation m Holland. London, 1925 . . . Purchased 

Lutoslawski. Jan. Impressions from my Journey in England 

(Printed m Polish). Warsaw, 1925 .... Author 












Principal Additions to the Library olxvii 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

Reports on Agricultural Economics :— 

(1) Co-opei ative Marketing of Agricultural Produce m 

England and Wales 

(2) The Stabilisation of Agricultural Prices Ropoit of a 

Committee appointed to enquire into this subjoct 

(3) The Economic Resources of Canada in relation to British 

Food Supplies. Repo*t by Sir Henry Rew, K C B. 

(4) Largo Scale Co-operativo Marketing m the United States. 

(5) The Co-opeiative Purchase of Agiicultural Requisites in 

England and Wales. 

(6) The Trade m Refugerated Beef, Mutton and Lamb 

(7) Wool Marketing m England and Wales 

(8) Agricultural Credit 

(9) Egg Marketing in England and Walos 

Murray, J. Alan. The Science of Soils and Manures 3rd edition, 

revised and enlarged. London, 1925 . . . Publishers 

Ontario Department of Agriculture. Annual Reports for 1923 

and 1924. Toronto, 1924 and 1925 . . Department 

Rothamsted Experimental Station. Report 1923 24, with 
supplement to the '* Guido to the Expcumental Plots,” con¬ 
taining yields per acre, etc. Harpenden, 1925 Dawes T?ust 

-Rothamsted Memoirs. Vol. XII, 1922 1925. Har¬ 
penden, 1926 .... . . Purcliased 

Silage. Modern Silage Methods. Published by the Silvei Manu¬ 
facturing Co. 11th edition. Salem, Ohio, 1917 . Purchased 

Sinclair, James. History of Shorthorn Cattle. London, 1907 

Purchased 

Stenhouse, E. A Class Book of Botany. London, 1925 . Publishers 

Stewart, W. A. Pig Keepmg. Ministry of Agriculture Mis¬ 
cellaneous Public ation No. 48. London, 1925 . . Purchased 

Thomson, G. Sutherland. Butter and Cheese London, 1926 Publtslurs 

- Grading Dairy Produce London, 1925 . Publishers 

United States Department of Agriculture Year Book 1924. 

Washington, 1925 .... . Department 

Watts, R L. Rural Pennsylvania. New Yoik, 1925. . Publishers 

Wood, T. B. The Chemistry of Crop Production. 2nd edition. 

London, 1924. ....... Purchased 

Young, Arthur. A Tour in Ireland, with general observations on 
the present state of that Kingdom made m the years 1776, 

1777 and 1778. Selected and editod by Constantia Maxwell. 
Cambridge, 1925 ....... Purchased 

- Voyages en France. Nouvolle traduction par M Losago, 

pr6cod6 d'une mtroduction par M. Lconce de Lavergne. 2 
vols. Pans, 1860 ..... Major Q . D. Amery 

PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS, ETC. 

Agricultural Policy. 

Council of Agnculture for England. Rtoport on Agricultural Policy, 
agreed on 6th August, 1925, for presentation to the Rt. Hon. 
Edward Wood, M.P., Minister of Agnculture. 1925. 

Scottish Conference on Agncultural Pohcy. Report. Edinburgh, 1925. 
Ministry of Agnculture and Fishenes. Agncultural Pohcy. Cmd. 2581, 
1926. 

Agriculture. 

Development Commission. Fifteenth Report for year ended March 31, 
1925. 

Ministry of Agnculture and Fishenes. Report on the work hi the 
Intelligence Department, 1921-1924. 1925. 

Ministry of Agnculture and Fishenes. Annual Report of Proceedings 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts for the year 1924. 1925. 

Board of Agriculture for Scotland. Thirteenth Report, for the year 1924. 
1925. 
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Principal Additions to the Library. 


Dairying. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. Report of Departmental Com¬ 
mittee on the Rationing of Dairy Cows. 1925. 


Food. 

Food Council. Report to the President of the Board of Trade on Short 
Weight and Measure in the Sale of Foodstuffs. Cmd. 2591, 1926. 
Evidence Vols. I-IV. 1925 and 1926. 

Imperial Economic Conference on Marketing and Preparing for Market 
of Foodstuffs produced m the Overseas parts of the Empire. First 
Report—General, Cmd. 2493 ; Second Report—Meat, Cmd. 2499. 
1925. 

Royal Commission on Food Prices. First Report. Cmd. 2390. 1925. 

Royal Commission on Wheat Supplies. Second Report. Cmd. 2462. 
1925. 

Foot and Mouth Disease. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. First Progress Report of the 
Foot and Mouth Disease Research Committee. 1925. 

Forestry. 

Forestry Commission. Fifth Annual Report, to September, 1924. 1925. 

Horses. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. Report of Departmental Com¬ 
mittee on Export of Horses to the Continent. Cmd. 2495. 1925. 


Land. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. Report on Land Settlement in 
England and Wales, 1919-1924. 1925. 

Manures and Feeding Stuffs. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. Report of Fertilizers and Feeding 
Stuffs Advisory Committee. Cmd. 2470. 1925. 

Rating. 

Jntkr-Departmkntal Committee on Rating of Machinery and Plant in 
England and Wales. Report. Cmd. 2340. 1925. 

Trade. 

Ministry of Labour. Directory of Employers’ Associations, Trade 
Unions, Joint Organizations, etc. 1925. 

Wages. 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. Report of Proceedings under the 
Agricultural Wages (Regulation) Act, 1924, for the year ended 
September 30th, 1925. 1926. 

The Society is indebted to numerous Government Departments, both at 
home and abroad, to Boards of Agriculture , Agricultural and Breed Societies 
and kindred institutions , for copies of their Annual Reports , Journals , Stud, 
Herd, and Flock Books , Proceedings, Transactions, Bulletins , and other 
documents received regularly for the library in exchange for copies of the 
Journal, as well as to the Editors of many agricultural and general papers 
for the current numbers of their publications, which are placed for reference 
in the Reading Room. 
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1925. 

The tides of Articles are printed m Italics, The Roman numerals refer to 
the Appendix. 


ACC 

A CCOUNTS, Presentation of, 221, 
^ lvn 

Acreage under Crops and Glass in 
United Kingdom, 117 
Admissions by payment at Chestoi 
Show, 169 

Adulteration, Law Cases com tin 
ing, 138 

Aggiicco Windmill Plant, 175 
Agricultural Education Exhibit, 

Chester, 1925, 194-201 
Agricultural Machinery at the Chester 
Show , 1925, 174-179 
Agricultural Policy, Conference with 
Munster of Agriculture on, 231 
Agricultural Returns Act, 1925, 130 
Agricultural Statistics, 1925, 140- 
156 

Alcohol, power, from beet and 
potatoes, lv 

Allotments Act, 1925, 130 
Animal Diseases m 1925, 228 
Animal Parasites, 291 
Annual Report for 1925 of the 
Botanist, 279-283 

— for 1925 of the Consulting Chem¬ 

ist, 268-279 

— for 1925 of the Principal of the 

Royal Veterinary College, 256- 
267 

— for 1925 of *he Zoologist, 284-291 
Anthrax, 256 

Apfde and Pear Scab, 281 
Argentine Rural Socioty, J udges 
for Show at Palermo, 225 

— Letter and gift from. 225 
Ashby (A. W), Some Causes and 

Effects of Changes m Prices of 
Farm Produce, 99-112 
Auditors, Election of, lxw 
Awards of Prizes at Chester Show, 
lxvu 

DALANCE Sheet, 1925, Ordin- 
1-1 ary, xvi 

— Chester Show, a 


CAT 

Barley, Acroago ot m Lngland and 
Wales, 141, 147 

— Average Puces of, 146, 150, 151 

— Influence of Manure on yield of, 

196 

— Pioduco, Ac i cage and Yiold pci 

aero of, in 1924 and 1925, 144, 
148 

Baileys, Exponmonts in Malting, 
217 

Basic Slag 275 

Beans, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, HI, 147 

— Produce, Acroago and Yield pei 

Acre of, in 1924 and 1925, 
144, 148 

Biffen (Prof Sir R H ), Annual 
Report for 1925 of the Botanist, 
279 283 

“ Big bud m black cunants, 288 
Binder, Power driven, 177 
Black Currant Gall mite, 288 
Bombay Cotton Cake, 271 
Bond (J R ), barm Institutes and 
their Work, 89 98 
Botanical Department, Work of, 
during year, 227 
Botanist, Annual Report of, 279 
Bowen Jonos, the late Sir J 
Bowen, 157,218,227,270, xxxix 
Bndges (A ), Agricultural Education 
Exhibit, Chester, 1925, 194-201 

— and Dixey (R M), A Study of 
• the Sugar-Beet Position, 59-89 

Bullock Feeding Experiments, 243 
Butter Tests at Chester Show, 185 

("\ABBAGE Caterpillars, 284 
^ Calves, Veal, Monthly Average 
Prices of, m 1925, 152 

— Yearly Average Prices of during 

1915-1925, 153 

Capsid Bug on dwarf beans, 285 
Caterpillars, 284 * 

Cattle, Number of in England and 
Wales, 143, 147 
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GAT 

Cattle Pathology Medals, 231 
Cereal Meals, Offals, etc , 273 
Chapman, Death of Mr W W , 218, 
xxxn 

Cherry Fruit fly, 287 
Cheese experiments m Dairy at 
Chester Show, 189 
Chemical Department, Work of, 
during year, 226 

Chemist, Annual Report of Con¬ 
sulting, 268-279 

Cheshire Cheese, Presentation of 
Cups for, xli 

— School of Agriculture, exhibit of 

at Chester Show, 196, 198 

— Experiments on at Chester Show, 

189 

Chester Show , 1926, The, 163-170 

— Attendances at, 169 

— Awards of Prizes at, lxvu 

— Entries for, 165, 166 

— Profit on, lm 

— Receipts and Expenditure at, x 
Chocolate Spot, 281 

Close (Thompson), Agricultural 
Machinery at the Chester Show, 
1926, 174-179 

Clover, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, 142, 147 
Cockchafers, 286 
Coconut Cake, 271 
Committees, List and Members of 
Standing, 111 -v 

Comparative Cost of Mangolds and 
Silage, The, 48r-59 

— Statement of Entries at last two 

Chester Shows, 166 
Compound Cakes and Meals, 272 
Contemporary Agricultural Law, 128- 
140 

Control of the Hop Trade, 162 
Com, Prices of British, 146, 160,161 
Cotton Cake, 270 
Council, Annual eleotion of, 220 

— Changes on, m 1926, 220, xlvu 

— Elections to, lxm 

— List of, 1 

— Meetings m 1926, Minutes of, xx 
Coventry, Diamond Wedding of 

Earl and Countess of, 231, xx 
Creeping thistle, 282 
Crop-Drying Plant at Chester Show, 
176, 177 

Crops and Crass, Acreage under, 
147 

— Produce, Acreage, and Yield per 

Acre in 1924 and 1925, 148,149 

— and Stock, Law Cases, 138 


FEB 

piAIRY Cow, Evolution of the, 1-8 
^ Dairy Farming m 1822 and 
1922, financial results of, 199, 
200 

— Produce imports m 1925,154,166 
Dairying, Report of the Steward of, 
at Chester Show, 179-194 
DaUimore (W ), The Forestry Exhi¬ 
bition at the Chester Show, 1925, 
202-206 

Date of Show, discussion at Council 
Meeting on, xlvi 
Death-watch Beetle, 290 
Deaths of Governors and Members 
during year, 219 
Decorticated Cotton Cake, 270 
Demonstration Fruit Plot at Ches¬ 
ter Show, 223 

Dendograph exhibited at Chester 
Show, 203 

Diseases of Animals Act, 1925, 131 
Dismissal of a member by Council, 
xxi 

Dixey (R N), and Bridges (A ), 
A Study of the Sugar Beet 
Position, 59 89 

Drive, Improved, for Grass Mowers, 
177 

Dynamometer, Use of the, 30-43 

ENTRIES for Chester Show, 165, 
^ 166 

Evolution of the Dairy Cow as I have 
known it. The, 1-8 
Ewe’s milk, an analysis of, 274 
Examinations for N D A and 
N D D , Results of, 246, 261 
Expenditure and Receipts at Ches¬ 
ter Show, x 

Experiments in Dairy at Chester 
Show, 189 

Export of Horses Committee, 230 


CARM and Garden crops, insect 
* attacks on, 284 
Farm Institutes and their Work, 89- 
98 


" Farming Records and Accounts,” 
by Spicer and Pegler, 162 
Farms, dairy, m 1822 and 1922, 
financial results of, 199, 200 
Feeding Stuffs, 270 
Fertilisers, 274 

— and Feeding Stuffs Act, discus¬ 
sion at Council Meeting on. 


XX, XXVI 

— Report of Advisory Committee 
on, 226, 268 
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ns 

Finance Act, 1925, 130 
Financial Statement by Chairman 
of Finance Committee, vm, ix 
F iorrn, 281 

Foot and Mouth Disease, 228, 260, 
lix 

— Departmental Committee on, 228 

— Discussion on, xxi, xxvm, xlix, 

liv 

—(Packing Materials) Order, 1925, 
229 

— Resolutions of Council regarding, 

1, k, lu 

Forest Posts, 289 

Forestry Commissioners, H M , ex¬ 
hibit by at Chester Show, 202 
Forestry Exhibition at the Chester 
Show, 1925, The , 202 206 
Fowler's c able drawn beetroot lifter, 
173 

French Potash Mines m Alsace, 268 
Fruit, Insect attacks on, 287 
Fumetta Rice Meal, 272 
Funds m Trust held by Society, xix 
Furniture beetles, 290 

C* ARDEN crops. Insect attacks 
^ on, 284 

— Pearl Moth, 285 

Qeneral Meeting, Report of Council 
to, Decomber 9,1925, 218-232 ; 
Proceedings at, lvi 
General Meeting in Chester Show- 
yard, Proceedings at, xl 
Gifts to Society, 231 
Gilbey Lectureship, 221, xxv 
Glanders, 257 

Governors of tho Society, Distribu¬ 
tion of, vi 

— Deaths during year, 219 

— Number of, since Establishment 

of Society, vu 

Gram and Meal imports m 1925, 154 
Grass and Arable Forms m South 
Cheshire, comparative results 
on, 199 

Grassland Improvement Experi¬ 
ments, 240 

Grass Mower, Improved Drive for, 

177 

Green Manuring Experiments, 197, 

233 

Ground Nut (Earthnut) Cake, 271 
Ground Mineral Phosphates, 276 

LJAY Produce, Acreage and Yield 
1 1 per Acre of, m 1924 and 1925, 
145, 149 


us 

Helmmthosponum, 227, 280 
Hop Trade, Control of, 162 
Hops, Acreage of m England and 
Wales, 142, 147 

— Total Produce, Acreage and 

Yield per Acre m 1924 and 
1925, 145, 150 

Horses, Export of. Committee, 230 

— Number of m England and 

Wales, 143, 147 

— Parasitic Mange m, 260 

IMPER (A D), Lewis (T), and 
* Liversage (V ), A Note on the 
Cost of Mole-Draimnq , 43-48 
Implement Yard at Chester Show, 
Amount of Sheddmg m, 166 
Implements exhibited at Chester 
Show, 170 179 

Importation of Pedigree Animals 
Act, 1925, 129, 230 
Imports of Agricultural Commodi¬ 
ties in 1924 and 1925, 154 
Institute of Agricultural Engineer¬ 
ing, Oxford, exhibit by at 
Chester ^iow, 201 
Italian Rice Meal, 271 


J UDGES at Argentine Show, 225 
Judging at Show, discontinu¬ 
ance of new system, 224, xlvi 


I£EEN(B A ), The UseoftheDyna - 
*** mometer in Soil Cultivation 


Studies and Implement Trials , 
30-43 


Kersey (H W ) and Orwin (C S ), 
The Comparative Cost of Man - 
gold* and Silage , 48-59 
King, H M The, visit to Chostor 
Show, 167, xlv 


I AND Settlement (Facilities) 
*-* Amendment Act, 1925, 132 
Landlord and Tenant, Law Cases, 
. 135 


Larch insects, 289 
Lawes Agricultural Trust, exhibit 
by at Chester Show, 196 
Leaf-curl, 281 

Lewis (T.), Imper (A. D), and 
Liversage (V.), A Note on the 
Cost of Mole-Draining, 43-48 
Library, Principal Additions to, 
olxvi 

Lime, Limestones, etc , 27> 
Linseed Cake, 270 
List of Council, i 
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LIV 

Liver Rot, 197 

Live Stock in England and Wales, 
Number of, 143, 147 
Liversage (V.), lmper (A. D.), and 
Lewis (T.), A Note on the Cost 
of Mole-Draining, 43-48 
Local Committee, Chester, Thanks 
to, xln 

Long Service Medals, 223 
Lucerne experiments, 234 


IV/lcFADYEAN (Sir John), An- 
nual Report for 1925 of the 
Principal of the Royal Veter s*- 
ary College, 256-267 
Male Fern as a cure for Liver Rot, 
197 

Malting Barley Trials, 237 
Mange, Parasitic, 260 
Mangold-fly, 286 
Mangold growing, cost of, 51, 56 
Mangolds and Silage, Comparative 
Cost of, 48-59 

Mangolds, Acreage of in England 
and Wales, 142, 147 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of in 1924 and 1925, 145, 
149 

Manure Distributor exhibited at 
Chester, 177 

Mathews (Ernest), The Evolution of 
the Dairy Cow as I have Known 
it, 1-8 

— Report of the Steward of Dairy¬ 

ing, Chester Show, 1925, 179- 
194 

Mayor and Corporation of Chester, 
Thanks to, xlii 

Meat imported in 1925, 154, 155 
Medal for Agricultural Research, 
231, 246 

Medals for Cattle Pathology, 231 
Members, Deaths of,during year, 219 

— Distribution of, vi 

— Numbers of, since Establishment 

of Society, vii 

Milk recording, introduction of, 2 

— Yield Trials at Chester Show, 

cattle, 179; goats, 189, 190 
Milking Cows, Monthly Average 
Prices of, in 1925, 146, 152 

— Yearly Average Prices of, 1915- 

1925, 146, 153 

Mineral Phosphates, solubility of, 
276 

Minutes of Council Meetings in 
1925, xx 


PLU 

Mole-Draining, A Note on the Cost 
of, 43 48 

Mole-draining Hand Apparatus, 177 
Mosquitoes, 291 


MATIONAL Diploma, Results of 
* ^ Examinations for, in Agricul¬ 
ture, 246 ; in Dairying, 251 
National Health Insurance Act, 
1924, 132 

National Institute of Agricultural 
Botany, Exhibit at Chester 
Show, 198 

National Museum of Wales’s Ex¬ 
hibit at Chester Show, 203 
New Implements, 174 
Newport Show, 1927, £25 
" Night-blindness, ’ ’ 280 
Nitrate of Soda, 277 
Notes, Communications and Reviews, 
157-163 

Note on the Cost of Mole-Draining, A, 
43-48 


/^ATS, Acreage of in England and 
W Wales, 141, 147 

— Average Prices of, 146, 150, 151 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of in 1924 and 1925, 144, 
148 


Officials of the Society, v 
Orchard and Fruit Plantation Com¬ 


petition, 210-218 

Oldershaw (A. W.), Silage Feeding 
Experiments, 112-128 
Orwin (C. S.), and Kersey (H. W.), 
The Comparative Cost of Man¬ 
golds and Silage, 48-59 


DALM Nut Meal, 271 
* Parasitic Mange in Horses, 
260 


Pea Leaf-miner, 285 
Peas, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, 141, 147 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of in 1924, 1925,144, 148 
Pegler and Spicer, “ Farming Re¬ 
cords and Accounts,” 162 
Pigs, Fat, Monthly average prices of 
in 1925, 146, 152 

— Number of, in England and 

Wales, 143, 147 

— Yearly average prices during 

1915-1925, 153 

Plantations Competition, 1925, 206- 
209 


rium Saw-fly, 288 
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POP 

Poplar Bud moth, 289 
Potatoes, Acreage of in England 
and Wales,141, 147 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of, in 1924 and 1925, 144, 
149 

Power-driven Binder, 177 
Powell, The late Mr E J, 308, xxn 
President for 1926, 220, In, lxi 

— - Thanks to, at General Meetings, 

xliv, lxiv 

Principal Additions to tho Library, 
clxvi 

Prize List foi Beading Show, 1926, 
224 

Proceedings at Annual General 
Meeting on December 9, 1925, 
lvi 

— at General Meeting m Chestei 

Showyard, July 9, 1925, xl 
Produce, Acieago, and Yield per 
Acre in Principal Crops in 
United Kingdom m 1924 and 
1925, 148, 149 

Protection of Birds Ad, 1925, 129 
Protein equivalent, 113 
Pubhc Health Act, 1925, 132 


Q UEEN Alexandra, Death of, 
hn 

Queen Victoria Gifts Fund, Grants 
made by, 231, xxxvm 


D AIL WAY Companies, Thanks 
^ to, xlm 

— Concession to Members visiting 
Show, 222 

Bating and Valuation Act, 1925, 
134 


Beading Show, 1920, 224 

— Prize List for, 224 

Beceipts and Expenditure at Ches¬ 
ter Show, x 

— Ordinary, xiv 

Report of Council to General Meeting, 
December 9, 1925, 218-232 

Report of Judges on the Orchard and 
Fruit Plantation CompctUion, 
1925, 210 218 

Report of Judges on the Plantations 
Competition , 1925, 206 209 

Report of the Research Committee , 
232, 246 

Report of the Steward of Dairying , 
Chester Show, 1925, 179-194 

Report on the Forestry Exhibition at 
the Chester Show, 1925, 202 206 


SPE 

Report on the Trials of Sugar Beet 
Root Lifters held at Newark on 
October 13, 1925, 170 174 
Reports on the Results of the Exami 
nations m 1925, National Dip¬ 
loma m Agriculture, 240, 
National Diploma in Dairy mg, 
251 

Research Committoe, woik of, 
during year, 230, 232 

— Bocoipts and Payments for 1925, 

XVlll 

Research Work by the Society m 1925, 
112 128 

Best-harrow, 282 
Bice Meal, 271 

Boads Improvement Act, 1925, 131 
Bookenos m North Wales, 198 
Botation Grassos, Acreage of, m 
England and Wales, 142, 147 
Bothamsted Experimental Station, 
c onferences at, 227, 270 
Boyal Vetennarv College, Annual 
Report for 1925 of the Principal 
of the, 256 207 

CAGN1ER, tho late Henry, 160 
° Settled Land Act, 1925, 128 
Sewage Manure, 278 
Sheep, Fat, Monthly average prices 
of m 1925, 146, 162 

— yearly average pneos of during 

1915 1925, 153 

— Number of, m England and 

Wales, 143, 147 
Sheep Scab, 229, 257, lx 
— Discussion at Council Meeting 
on, xxix 

Silage and Manqolds, Comparable 
cost of, 48 59 

Silage Feeding Experiments, 112 128 
Silage making, c ost of, 52, 57 
Silver Medals awarded to New Im 
plements at Chester Show, 170- 
179 

Skilled Labour and Long Service 
Medals and ( ertificatt a, 223 
Slugs, 284 

hmith(Fied),Thc Suffolk Hoise,H 29 
Snails, 284 
Soil, analysis of, 278 
Solubility of Mineral Phosphates, 
276 

Some Causes and Effects of Changes 
in Prices of Farm Product , 
99-112 % 

Spencer (Aubrey J ), Contemporary 
Agricultural Law, 128 140 



clxxiv 


Index to Volume 86. 


8PI 

Spicer and Pegler, ,f Farming Rec¬ 
ords and Accounts," 162 
Standing Committees, List and 
Members of, lii-v 

Stanley (R. E.), Agricultural Statis¬ 
tics, 1926, 140-166 
Statement made to the Council by 
Chairman of Finance Com¬ 
mittee on Accounts, viii 
Statistics, Agricultural, 140-166 
Stock and Crops, Law Cases, 138 
Study of ike Sugar Beet Position , 
A, 69-89 

Suffolk Horse, The , 8-29 
Sugar Beet, acreage of in England 
and Wales, 142 

— Resolution concerning moved at 

Council Meeting, xxi, xxvi 

— Root Lifters, Trials of, 170-174, 

223, xxxvi 

— Seed investigation, 243 

Sugar Beet Position, A Study of, 
69-89 

Sulphate of Ammonia, 277 
Summer Time Act, 1926, 131 
Superphosphate, 274 

— containing excess of moisture, 

276 

— Duty on, discussion at Council 

Meeting, xxxiii 
Sussex Ground Oats, 273 
Swedes, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, 142, 147 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of in 1924 and 1925, 144- 
149 

Swine Fevor, 259 

" Systom of Book-keeping for Agri¬ 
cultural Estates, A.," 163 

“ TAKE All," 227, 280 
1 Tapioca Meal, 273 
Taxes, Law Cases concerning, 139 
Taylor, Death of Mr. C. Howard, 
219, 227, xxxix 
Thom Apple, 282 
Tisserand, the late Eugene, 161 
Tithe Act, 1926, 133 
Trust Funds held by the Society, 
xix 

Trustees, Election of, lxiii 

— List of, i 

Tuberculosis Order, 1926, 229, 266 

— of the udder, distinctive signs of, 

266 

Turner (T. B.), The Chester Show, 
1926, 163-170 


zoo 

Turnips, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, 142, 147 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of, in 1924 and 1925, 144, 
149 

T TNDECORTICATED Cotton 
u Cake, 270 

University College of North Walos, 
Exhibit at Chester Show, 197, 
203 

Use of the Dynamometer in Soil 
Cultivation Studies and Imple¬ 
ment Trials, The, 30-43 

\7ALUATION of Unexhausted 
* Manunal Value of fertilisers 
and feeding stuffs, 227, 269 
Veal Calves, Monthly Average 
Prices of m 1925, 152 

— Yearly Average Prices of during 

1915-1925, 153 

Veterinary Department, Work of 
during year, 228 

— Report, Annual, 256-267 
Vice-Presidents, Election of, lxiii 

— List of, i 

Voelcker (Dr. J. A.), Annual Report 
for 1925 of the Consulting Chem¬ 
ist, 268-279 

\J[7ARBURTON (Cecil), Annual 
™ Report for 1925 of the Zoolo¬ 
gist, 284-291 
Wasps, 290 

Wensleydale Cheose, Experiment on 
at Chester Show, 191 
Wheat, Acreage of in England and 
Wales, 141, 147 

— Average Prices of, 146, 150, 151 

— Produce, Acreage and Yield per 

Acre of m 1924 and 1925, 144, 
148 

Whey, Experiments on, 232 

— Research Factory, Haslington, 

exhibit of at Chester Show, 198 
** White-heads," 280 
Widows, Orphans and Old Age 
Contributory Pensions Act, 
1925, 132 

Windmill Plant exhibited at Chester 
Show, 175 
Wood Borers, 290 

7 OOLOGICAL Department, Work 
^ of, during year, 228 
Zoologist, Annual Report of, 284 


Printed in Great Britain by Butler & Tanner Ltd., Frome and London 



$op! Jgrimltaral ^0cietjr of (Broglanb. 



STATEMENT 

OF 

PRIVILEGES OF MEMBERSHIP. 

CHEMICAL.—Information as to Analyses and the FeeB 
payable by Members ; Instructions for taking and 
sending Samples (pages ii and iii). 

BOTANICAL.—Information on purchase and value 
of Seeds and other matters; Suggestions, &c. 
(pages iv and v). 

ZOOLOGICAL.—Information on Pests of Farm Crops, 
Fruit and Forest Trees, and Domesticated Animals, 
&c. (page vi). 

MILK AND DAIRY PRIVILEGES (page vi). 

VETERINARY.—Privileges and Information (page vii). 

GENERAL PRIVILEQE8. 

FREE ADMISSION to Show, the Unreserved Portion ol the Grand 
Stand , &c. (if room), and use of Members’ Pavilion in Show Yard. 

SOCIETY’S JOURNAL and other Publications (page viii). 

READING ROOM, 16 Bedford Square. 

(Open to Members from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m.; Saturdays, 10 a .pi. to 1 p.m.) 

REDUCED RATES for entry of Live Stock, Implements, Produce, 
&o., at Show. 

TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP. 

A1HUAL SUBSCRIPTION—Governor . . Minimum iff. 

Member • Minimum SI. 

UVE COMPOSITIONS—Governor .... £50. 

Member.SIS. 

T. B. TURNER* 

16 Bbdto&d Squabs, W.C.1. Seontary. 

January, 1926. 

Telegraphic Addieee: " Pbaoeios, Phohb, Lohdoit." 

Telephone Humber: “ Muestm 675." 



MEMBERS’ PRITHEGES OF CHEMICAL AHALTSIS. 

(Applicable only to the case of persons who an not c omm erc i ally 
engaged in the manufacture or sale of any substance sent for Analysis.) 


THE COUNCIL HAVE FIXED THE FOLLOWING 

RATES OF CHARGES FOR CHEMICAL ANALYSIS 

TO MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY. 

These privileges are applicable only when the Analyses are for bond fide 
agricultural purposes, and are required by Members of the Society for their 
own use and guidance in respect of farms or land in their own occupation 
and within the United Kingdom. 

The Analyses are given on the understanding that they are required for 
the individual and sole benefit of the Member applying for them, and must 
not be used for other persons, or for commercial purposes. 

The Analyses and reports may not be communicated to either vendor 
or manufacturer, except in oases of dispute. 

Land or estate agents, bailiffs, and others, when forwarding samples, are 
required to state the names of those Members on whose behalf they apply. 

£ s. d. 

1.—An opinion on the purity of any Fertiliser or Feeding 
Stuff (so far as this can be given without detailed 


analysis). 10 

2. —Determination of any one ordinary constituent in a 

Fertiliser or Feeding Stuff.2 6 

3. —Determination of Potash.5 0 

4. —Commercial Analysis of any ordinary Fertiliser or 

Feeding Stuff.5 0 

5. —Full Analysis of any compound Fertiliser or Feeding 

Stuff.10 0 

6. —Analysis of any other material in ordinary use for 

agricultural purposes.10 0 

7. —Analysis of Milk, Cream, Butter, or other Dairy pro¬ 

duce from Members’ own farms ... 26 


(K.B.—Sample* In any way oonneoted with the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts are not undertaken for analysis.) 

8. —Analysis of Water.1 10 0 

9. —Analysis of Soil—determination of Lime only 10 0 

10. —Analysis of Soil—partial.10 0 

11. —Analysis of Soil—complete.3 0 0 

12. —Consultation by letter or personal appointment . 5 0 

OPINION OF VALUE. 

With the analysis w%U be given, ae far as possible, on opinion as to whether 
an article analysed %s worth the pries asked for it, or not, provided the cost 
of the same, together with guarantee (if any) and other particulars relating 
to the purchase, be given at the same tune. 

ALL SAMPLES AND COMMUNICATIONS, TOGETHER WITH FEES 
FOR ANALYSIS, WHICH SHOULD BE MADE PAYABLE TO DR. 
J. AUGUSTUS VOELCKER, TO BE ADDRESSED TO— 

Dr. VOELCKER. Analytical Laboratory. 

1 Tudor Street, London, E.C.4. 






Instructions for Selecting and Sending Samples for Analysis. 

GENERAL RULES.—(1) A sample taken for analysis should be fairly r op ntmt a tU * 
of Ms Hdk from which it has been drawn.—(2) The sample should reach the Analyst fee tike 
rams oomdition that H was in at the time when drawn. 


When Fertilisers are delivered in baas, select four or live of these from the balk, and 
either turn them out on a floor and rapidly mix their contents, or else drive a shovel into 
eaoh bag and draw out from as near the centre as possible a oouple of shovelfuls of the manure, 
and mix these quickly on a floor. 

Halve the heap obtained in either of these ways, take one-half (rejecting the other) and 
mix again rapidly, flattening down with the shovel any lumps that appear. Repeat this 
operation until at last only some three or four pounds are left. 

From this fill three tins, holding from i lb. to 1 lb. each, mark, fasten up and seal eaoh 
of these. Send one for analysis, and retain the others for reference. 

Or,—the manure may be put Into glass bottles provided withjwell-fltting oorks; the bottles 
should be labelled and the corks sealed down. The sample sent for analysis oan be packed 
in a wooden box and sent by post or rail. 

When manures are delivered in bulk, portions should be successively drawn from different 
ports of the bulk, the heap being turned over now and again. The portions drawn should be 
thoroughly mixed, subdivided, and. finally, samples should be taken as before, except that 
when toe manure is coarse and bulky it is advisable to send larger samples than when it is 
in a finely divided condition. 


Linseed, Cotton, and other Feeding Cakes.—If a single oake be taken, three stripe 
should be broken off right across the oake, and from the middle portion of it, one piece to 
be sent for analysis, and the other two retained for reference. Eaoh of the three pieces 
should be marked, wrapped in paper, fastened up, and sealed. The piece forwarded for 
analysis be sent by post or rail. 

A mom satisfactory plan is to select four to six cakes from different parts of the delivery, 
then break off a piece about four inches wide from the middle of each oake, and pass these 
pieces through a cake-breaker. The broken oake should then be well mixed and three samples 
of about 1 Id. eaoh should be taken and kept In tins or bags, duly marked, fastened, and 
sealed as before. One of these lots should be sent for analysis, the remaining two being kept 
for reference. It is advisable also with the broken pieces to send a small strip from an unbroken 
oake. 

Feeding Meals, Grain, Ac.—Handfuls should be drawn from the centre of half a dosen 
different boa of the delivery; these lots should then be well mixed, and three fr-lb. tins 
or bags filled from the heap, each being marked, fastened up, and sealed. One sample is 
to be forwarded for analysis and the others retained for reference. 


Soils .—Have a wooden box made 6 inches In length and width, and from 0 to 12 Inches 
deep, aooordlng to the depth of soil and subsoil of the field. Mark out In the field a space 
of about 12 inches square: dig round in a slanting direction a trench, so as to leave undis¬ 
turbed a block of soil and its subsoil 0 to 12 inches deep; trim this block to make it to fit 
into the wooden box. Invert the open box over it, press down firmly, then pass a spade under 
the box and lift it up, gently turn over the box, nail on the lid, and send by rail. The soil 
will then be received in the position in which it is found in the field. 

In the ease of very light, sandy, and porous soils, the wooden box may be atonoe inverted 
over the soil, forced down by pressure, and then dug out. 

Waters.—Samples of water axe best sent in glass-stoppered Winchester bottles, hold¬ 
ing half a gallon. One such bottle Is sufficient for a single sample. Care should be taken to 
have these scrupulously dean. In taking a sample of water for analysis it Is advisable to 
reject the first portion drawn or pumped, so as to obtain a sample of the water when In ordin¬ 
ary flow. The bottle should he rinsed out with the water that is to be analysed, and it should 
be filled nearly to the top. The stopper should be secured with string, or be tied over with 
linen or soft leather. The sample oan then be sent carefully packed either in a wooden box 
with sawdust, Ao., or In a hamper with straw. 

Milk.—A pint bottle should be sent in a wooden box. 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS. Tima for lkldng Samples.—All samples, both of 
fertilisers and feeding staffs, should be taken as soon after their delivery as possible, and 
should »»oh the Analyst within tm daps after delivery of the article. In every ease it Is 
edvisible that the Analyst's certificate be reoeived before a fertiliser ie sown or a feeding 
stuff is given to stook. 

Proce du re in the Event of the Vendor wishing Fresh Samples to be Drawn.— 
Should a purchaser find that the Analyst's certificate shows a fertiliser or feeding stuff not 
to ootne op to the guarantee given him,* he may inform the vendor of the result and com¬ 
plain aooordlngly. He should then send to the vendor one of the two samples which be 
has kept for refemnoe. If, however, the vendor should demand that a fresh sample be drawn, 
the purchaser must allow this, and also give the vendor an opportunity of being present, 
either In person or through a representative whom be may appoint. In that ease three 
samples should be taken In the prese n ce of both parties with the same precautionsXs before 
described, sack of which should be duly packed up, labelled and sealed by both parties. One 
of then Is to be given to the vefldar, one Is to be sent to the Analyst, and the third Is to be 
kept by the purchaser for reference or future analysis If necesnry. 




MEMBERS’ BOTANICAL PRIVILEGES. 


THE COUNCIL HAVE FIXED THE FOLLOWING 

RATES OF CHARGES FOR THE EXAMINATION OF 
PLANTS AND SEEDS 

BY THE SOCIETY’S BOTANIST. 

Analyses are given on the understanding that they are required for the 
individual and sole benefit of the Member applying for them, and must 
not be used for other persons or for commercial purposes. The Analyses 
and Reports may not be communicated to the vendor except in oases of 
dispute. 

The charge for examination must be paid at the time of application, and 
the carriage of all parcels must be prepaid. When, however, bond fide in¬ 
quiries require no special investigation the fees will be returned with the 
reply. 


1^—Report on the purity and germinating capacity of samples 
of agricultural seeds, with a statement as to the nature 
and amount of the impurities or adulterants present • Is. 

2. —Report on the constitution of mixtures of grass seeds and 

an opinion as to their suitability for temporary leys, 
permanent pastures, &c. 1b, 

3. —Identification of weeds and poisonous plants with sug¬ 

gestions for their eradication.Is. 

4. —Report on the fungoid diseases affecting farm crops, with 

an account of the methods suitable for their treatment, 
where known.1 b. 

5. —Report on the natural herbage of a district as a guide to 

the formation of permanent pastures . .la. 

6. —Report on the suitability or otherwise of the different 

varieties of the chief farm crops for local conditions 
(where the information is available), stating their aver¬ 
age cropping capacity as compared with other varieties, 
their quality, power of resistance to various diseases, 
and general purity to type.Is, 

1 *—Reports on any other matters of a botanical nature of 

interest to agriculturists.Is. 


PURCHASE OF SEEDS. 

The purchaser should obtain from the vendor, by invoice or other writing, 
the proper designation of the seeds he buys, with a guarantee of the per¬ 
centage of parity and germination, and of its freedom from ergot, and, in 
the case of clover, from the seeds of dodder. 


TIT 









MEMBERS’ BOTANICAL PRIVILEGES (continued) 


THE SAMPLING OF SEEDS. 

The utmost care should be taken to secure a fair and honest sample. 
This should be drawn from the bulk delivered to the purchaser, and not 
from the sample sent by the vendor. 

When legal evidence is required, the sample should be taken from the 
bulk, and plaoed in a sealed bag in the presence of a witness. Care should 
be taken that the sample and bulk be not tampered with after delivery, or 
mixed or brought in contact with any other Bample or bulk. 

At least one ounce of grass and other small seeds should be sent, and two 
ounces of cereals and the larger seeds. When the bulk is obviously im¬ 
pure, the sample should be at least double the amount specified. Grass 
seeds should be sent at least four weeks, and seeds of olover and cereals 
two weeks before they are to be used. 

The exact name under which the sample has been sold and analysed 
should accompany it. 

REPORTING THE RESULTS. 

Hie Report will be made on a schedule in which the nature and amount 
of impurities will be stated, and the number of days each sample has 
been under test, with the percentage of the seeds which have germinated. 

“ Hard " olover seeds, though not germinating within the time stated, 
will be considered good seeds, and their percentage separately stated. 

The impurities in the sample, including the ohafi of the species tested, 
will be specified in the schedule, and only the percentage of the pure seed 
of that species will be reported upon; but the seal value of the sample 
will be stated. The Real Value is the combined percentages of purity and 
germination, and is obtained by multiplying theee percentages and divid¬ 
ing by 100; thus in a sample of Meadow Fescue having 88 per cent, 
purity and 95 per cent, germination, 88 multiplied by 95 gives 8,360, 
and this divided by 100 gives 83*6, the Real Value. 

SELECTING SPECIMENS OF PLANTS. 

When a specimen is sent for determination, the whole plant should be 
taken up and the earth shaken from the roots. If possible, the plants 
must be in flower or fruit. They should be packed in a light box, or in a 
firm paper parcel. 

Specimens of diseased plants or of parasites should be forwarded as fresh 
as possible. They should be plaoed in a bottle, or packed in tinfoil or 
oil-silk. 

All specimens should be accompanied with a letter specifying the nature 
of the information required, and stating any local circumstances (soil, 
situation, etc.) which, in the opinion of the sender, would be likely to 
throw light on the inquiry. 

PARCELS OR LETTERS CONTAINING SEEDS OR PLANTS FOR 
EXAMINATION MUST BE ADDRESSED (CARRIAGE OR POSTAGE 
PREPAID) TO— 

PROFESSOR SIR R. H. BIFFEN, F.R.S.. 
School of Agriculture, Cambridge. 



PUBLICATION! OF THE IOTAL MRICULTUML SOCIETT OF EIBLANO. 


JOURNAL OP THR ROOIRTV. 

ROW n&m 


Free to Members; 


TBXT-BOOK ON AORIOULTURE. 

ELEMENTS OF AGRICULTURE: a Text-book prepared onderthe authority of tto Boyal 
Agricultural Society of England by the late W Frbam, LL.D. Tenth (Beviaedand Etoferffad) 
Edition (70th Thousand), edited by J. R ACTSWOBTH-Dayis, HA. 700 pp. with 8S8 IUus- 
trotiona. 1018. Price 7s 6d nett, bound in cloth. 

FARM ACCOUNT BOOKS. 

He. 1, A DI ART, combining Cash Account with daily record of Farm Transactions. Price 7«. 6d. 
Re. S, A FARM ACCOUNT BOOK, 2nd Edition, showing payments sad receipts, sad supplying 
a form of Annual Balance Sheet Price 8s 6d 

Published for the Society and sold by Messrs. FOBOTIK, GROOM A Co., Ltd„ 16 Charing 
Cross, London, S W 1 . 

No. 8, FARM CASH BOOK, reoelpte and payments, to be used with a Ledger Price 10s. 6d. 
Be. 4, FARM LEDGER, giving specimen entries and particulars of profit and loss account and 
balance sheet. Price 8s 6d 

Not 8 and 4 are to be obtained at the Society’t Howe, 16 Bedford Square, London, W.0. 1. 

PAMPHLETS. 

Vit skin art Pamphlets bt Professor Sir Gborqb Brown, C B.: 

DENTITION AS INDICATIVE OF THE AGE OF FARM ANIMALS. Seventh Edition (1020). 
64 pp. With AO Illustrations Price 2s 

ANIMALS OF THE FARM IN HEALTH AND DISEASE. A Now Edition of this work 

is in preparation 

THE STRUCTURE OF THE HORSE’8 I^OT AND THE PRINCIPLES OF SHOEING. 26 
pp. Fifth and Enlarged Edition, revised by J. Macqumn, F B C V.S. (1022). With 12 Illus¬ 
trations Price Is 

CONTAGIOUS FOOT ROT OF SHEEP. Seoond and Enlarged Edition (1006). 24 pp. With 
8 Illustrations Price Is 

Othxr Veterinary Pamphlets * 

THE MARE AND FOAL. By Professor J Worthy Axe, M B C.V.S. 67 pp. With 20 
Illustrations Third Edition (1925) Price Is 

THE LAMBING PEN R Haroid Leknkt 4th Ed (1922) 40 pp With 9 Illustrations. Prioe Is. 
TUBERCULOSIS AS REGARDS HEREDITY IN CAUSATION AND ELIMINATION FROM 
INFECTED HERDS By Professor Sir John McFadyxan, M.B , B So, C.M (1911). 
10 pp Price Is 

CALF REARING: An Experiment conducted at the Woburn Experimental Farm, 1012-14. 
By J. Augustus Voelcxeb, M A, B So, Ph D (1915) 12 pp. Price 0d, 8d. to Members. 
Dairy Pamphlets: 

(Issued under the authority of the Dairy Committee of the Society.) 

THE PRACTICE OF (a) CHEDDAR, (b) CHESHIRE, A (•) STILTON CHEESE-MAKING. 

Price 2d each 

SIMPLE RULES FOR BUTTER-MAKING. (Sheet) Prioe 2d eaoh, or 10s. per 100. Mounted 
on card and varnished, to hang np in the Dairy, 6d. each. 

RECIPES FOR MAKING CREAM AN& SOFT CHEESES. Price 2d. 

RECIPE FOR MAKING SCALDED CREAM Price 2d 

RECIPES FOR MAKING HARD AND SOFT CHEESES FROM GOATS' MUM- Prise 2d. 

MILK ADULTERATION. Price 2d , 10s per 100 

Other Pamphlbtb: 

COMPENSATION FOR THE UNEXHAUSTED MANURIAL VALUES OF FKEDIIG STUFFS 
AND FERTILISERS. By J Augustus Voblokxr, M A , B So, Ph.D., and A. D. ttai.t., 
M A , F B S (1914) 10 pp Price Is 

PRACTICAL FRUIT FARMING, Bv R G. Hatton, M A , and Walthr B. Elgar, F.SX 87 pp. 
With 7 Illustrations (1922) Prioe 2s 

PRACTICAL HINTS ON VEGETABLE FARMING. By JAKES UDALB (1004). With 16 Illus¬ 
trations 41 pp Price Is 

HOP CULTIVATION. By Charles Whitkhead, F.L 8 , F.GJS. With 18 Illustrations (1898). 
46 pp. Prioe Is 

THE WOBURN EXPERIMENTAL STATION OF THE ROYAL AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF 
ENGLAND By J Augustus Voelcker, M A, B So. Ph D Annnmi Beports on Field, 
Feeding, and Pot-culture Experimenta l] 809-1921) Price Is aa*ih T 
REPORT ON THE WOBURN POT-CULTURE STATION. By J. AUGUBTUB VOELCKSR. M.A.. 

B 8c, Ph D With 17 Illustrations (1900) 52 pp Price 2s 6d. 

THE MAKING OF THE LAND IN ENGLAND By Albert PlLL (1800). 27 pp. Price 6d. 
THE MANAGEMENT AND PLANTING OF BRITISH WOODLANDS. By Professor C harles K 
Curtis, F.81 (1904) With ft Illustrations. 86 up Pricels. 

THE CONVERSION OF HOME-GROWN TIMBER. By Bobert AEDRUOH, F.B.L (1004). With 
4 Illustrations 28 pp Price Is. 

ORCHARD AND BUSH-FRUIT PESTS ARD HOW TO COMBAT THEM. By CECIL Wabbubtoh. 

MJL. F2 8. With 12 Illustrations. Second Edition (1010) 20 pp. Pri« 6A 

SOME PROBLEMS OF RE-AFFORESTATION. By W. SOMXSYiua, MX, DBe. (1010). IS pp. 
Pries 6dL 

COTTAGE SANITATION IN RURAL DISTRICTS. By H. MAOLBAH Wiuoh, MJ).. B.Bo. 
Wlth a Preface by T. Pmdgih Tbaib, F B 8 Second and Enlarged Edition (1806). 82 pp. 
12 Illustrations Price 3d per copy ; 2s per dox.; 12s. 6d per 100. 

■OLE-DRAINING AND THE RENOVATION OF OLD PIPE DRAINS. By DOUGLAS T. Thbiho. 
FBI With 0 Illustrations (1020) Price 6d *y iwuglae a. awbihg, 

THR UTILISATION OF WHET. 24 pp., with 2 Illustrations (1028). Pries 1st, 

The above can be obtained at the Society't House, 16 Bedford Beuare, rcndrw. If.C.l. through 
asm bookseller, or of Mr JOHN MURRAY, 50 a AlbemSs 8trmTw±^^' 


COLOURED DIAGRAM*. 

(OMsMIs from Meeers. W. A A. K . Jo hnston , XAL, Mm Worts, Hotter Head, JMMavyA.) 
DOST DIAGRAM ROTMXNTI10 THE UFE-HItTOBT OF THR WHEAT PLANT (attar 
yiAXOn Baum* with Rmlanainr* Pm>nhht la, w e. M— - 


CTUi appOoatton lorn. «k« UMM.ikoM bo addressed to tho Mttuj el ttaSofllHy, 
16 MortHUN, London, W.G.1.J 

§0gal ^gnmlfnral jSomijj of (fttglanb. 

FORM OF APPLICATION FOB MEMBERSHIP. 


5 . 

(State whether Mr., Mrs., or MIm). 

Oj.. 


County In whleh \ 

Residence b situated/. 

am desirous of becoming a j \ of the IRogal BflHCUltUral 

Socfctp Of ttnd «w. when elected, to pay the Annual 

Subscription of £f... 

and to oonform to the Rides and Regulations of the Society until the termina¬ 
tion of the year in which I shall withdraw from it by notice, in writing, to 
the Secretary 


(i Signature) . 

Dob.. 

Nominated by . 

Elected at the Council Meeting held on. 




... Secretary . 

*% 


t The Council trust that Governors or Members who are disp 
Subscription than the minimum prescribed by the Bycrlaws win 
•liar that the Society's operations may be maintained. The minimum Annual Subscription 
of a Governor is SS (Ufe Composition ISO), and of a Member 61 (Ufa Competition He). 


disposed to give a terser anneal 
win be kind enough to do se, in 










Royal Agricultural Society of England, 

16 BEDFORD SQUARE; LORDOR, WXJ 

PRIVILEGES OF GOVERNORS AND MEMBERS. 


FREE ADKBHOR TO SHOWY ARD. 


The Society holds every year an Exhibition of live Stock. Farm Prodxwe, and Implements, 
to which and to the unreserved portions of the Grand Stands at the Hone Bing (if room). Dairy, 
and elsewhere, Members are entitled to free admission. 


t the Hone Bing (if room). Dairy, 


REDUCED RATES FOR RETRIES AT THE AEEUAL SHOW. 


Members at 
i charges for 
i Companies 


Entries of Hones, Cattle, Sheep, Pigs, Poultry, Produce, Ac., oan be made by Members at 
reduced rates. For Implement exhibits the entry fee of £2 payable In addition to the chargee for 
spaoe Is not charged when a partner of the firm Is a Member of the Society. Firms and Companies 
may secure these privileges by the Membership of one or more of their partners. 

SOCIETY'S JOURRAL ARP OTHER FUBUCATIOXS. 

Every Member is entitled to receive, without charge, a oopy of the Journal of the Society, eaoh 
Volume of which contains articles and communications by leading authorities on the most Im¬ 
portant agricultural questions of the day, together with official reports by the 8odety*s Scientific 
Advisers and on the various departments of the Show, and other interesting features. Copies of 
the Society’s pamphlet*, sold at not leas than One Shilling each, are obtainable by Members at 
haU-prioe on direct application to the Secretary. 


LIBRARY ARD READIES ROOM. 

The Sodety has a large and well-stocked Library of standard books on agricultural subjects, 
whloh have been catalogued and can now be borrowed by Members. A Beading Room is provided 
at which the principal agricultural newspapers and other periodicals oan be consulted by Members 
during office hours (10 a.m. to 4 p.m.; Saturdays, 10 a.m. to 1 p.m.). 

CHEMICAL PRIVILEGES. 

The Society m a k e s annually a considerable grant from Its general funds in order that Members 
may obtain at low rates analyses of feeding stuns, fertilisers, soils, Ac., by the Society*! Consulting 
Chemist (Dr. J. Augustus voilokbb, Analytical Laboratory. 1 Tudor Street, London, E.C.4). 
Members may consult Dr. Vosloui personally or by letter at a small fee. 

VETERIIARY PRIVILEGES. 

Members can consult the Professo r s of the Royal Veterinary College, Camden Town, London, 
N.W.l, at fixed rates of charge, and they have the privilege of sending cattle, Sheep and Pigs to the 
College Infirmary on the same terms as subscribers to t£e College. 

BOTAHCAL PRIVILEGES. 

Reports can be obtained by Members from the Society's Botanist. Professor B. B. firman. 
School of Agriculture, Cambridge, on the purity and germinating power of seeds, and on 
diseases or weeds affecting farm crops, at a fee of one smiling in eaoh oaas. 


ZOOLOGICAL PRIVILEGES 


Information respecting an 
Its life, affects the farm or n 
and remedy in respect to ax 
from the Society’s Zoologist, 
fee of ooa shilling In eachoa 


l, Ao.) which, in any stags of 
as to methods of prevention 
>an be obtained by Members 
Agriculture, Cambridge, at a 


GEEERAL MEEHRGS OF MEMBERS. 

The Annual General Meeting of Governors and Members Is held In London in the month of 
Deesrnber, during the week of the Smlthfleld Club Cattle Show. A Meeting Is also held In the 
Society's Showyard In tbs summer. 

AEEUAL SUBSCRIPTIOR OF MEMBERS. 

_ Th e Annaal Subscription of a Member Is payable In advance on the 1st January of each year. 
Every can didate for adnOarion into the Bodety must be pr op osed In writing by an existing 
Member. Forms of proposal may be obtained on application to the Secret a ry , at 16 Bedford 
Square, London, W C.l. 

SPECIAL PRIVILEGES OF OOVERBOBS. 

to sBgtty f the privileges of Members, as da w rtbed altta Oerernets art endued to as sstrs espy 
ey—shVsiwetfthsJenrnri, to attend and apeak at amsstnigtet Ike Oennril, and are si— sigtth 
for s tories as Praridant, Trustee, — V i es Pr m U s n t A O em as r — lasdns a Him Ml Badge 
■drnmieg Mm to the Shew sad te the Couaril — Govensn* Bee— The stinlmem IraiiFtii 
sMfotioaefaG—rh S6, wttk s Uft Cewpsririn of ISO. 
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THE BURBERRY 


AIRYLIGHT, SELF-VENTILATING, WEATHERPROOF 

When it’s wet, windy, cold, uncertain or 
dusty . . . whether in town or country 
. .. shooting, fishing, riding, walking or 
motoring... always wear The Burberry. 

It is the most dependable Weatherproof 
for bad days and the most practical 
Overcoat for every purpose. ' 

Illuttrated Catalogue and Pattemt of Materialt Post Free 

BURBERRYS ™. HAYMARKET LONDON S.W.1 
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UNSURPASSED for STRENGTH and QUALITY. 



BUFFALO 


BRAND 


BINDER 


TWINE 


Regd. No. 233076. 


HOLDS THE FIELD! 


Entirely BRITISH MADE 
Once used, always ordered. 


Sole Proprietor* and Manufacturer*: 


DIXON & CORBITT 


AND 


R. S. NEWALL & CO., Ltd. 

Teams Rope Works, 
GATESHEAD-ON-TYNE. 


ONLY THE TRADE SUPPLIED. 

HEMP AND WIRE ROPES of every description and for aD purposes. 


Carl Ropes. 

Wagon Ropes. 

Plough Lines. 

Tarred Thatching Cords. 


SPECIALITIES: 

Hay Cords. 

Steel Ploughing Ropes. 
Hay Elevator Ropes. 
Strands, etc. 
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Co-operative Wholesale 


Society, Ltd. 


Get This: 


Agricultural interests are 
well served by Departments 
of the C.W.S. 

Purchases of produce 
from farmers and sales to 
them of high quality Seeds, 
Feeding Stuffs, and other 
requirements form a large and 
increasing part of the Society’s 
work. Farmers will find it 
profitable to form a close 
business connection with the 
Co-operative Wholesale So¬ 
ciety. 


A.O.M. COMPOUND 
NUTS & MEALS 

For Production of Milk and Beef, 
the Rearing of Calves and Lambs, 
the Feeding of Sheep, Pigs, and all 
classes of Farm Stock. 

A.O.M. SPECIAL 
MILK CAKE 

Improves the Quality and Increases 
the Qua rity of Milk. 

MANGELS 

C.W.S. TOP WEIGHT 
YELLOW GLOBE 

in 1 lb. sealed bags, 1/6; in 2 lb. 
sealed bags, 1/5 ; in 10 lb. sealed 
bags, 1/4 per lb. 

SWEDES 

C.W.S. OSMASTON 
PURPLE TOP. 

in 1 lb. sealed bags, 1/10; in 2 lb. 
sealed bags, 1/8; in 4 lb. sealed 
bags, 1/7 per lb. 

{The above seeds are grown on our 
own farms from specially selected 
roots , carcftdly cleaned and packed 
in our warehouse in Derby.) 

Orders may be seat direct 


C.W.S. AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 

CUrf OSes 1 BALLOON STREET, MANCHESTER. 
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Brxfbh Petroleum CLltj Britannic Houm Un»r |pf» F CO 

Distributing Organisation of the 


ANCLO - PERSIAN OIL CO. LTO 
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The Brand 
of Purity 

The name O.C.O stands for the 
best. No matter what class of 
feeding stuff is required, the name 
O.C.O always means purity and 
value. O.C.O products an the 
result of years of experience in 
the manufacture of feeding stuffs 
for British farmers and breeders, 
thousands of whom now use no 
other concentrates. 


Write to-day for lowest quota¬ 
tions to: 

Head Office: 

The Olympia Oil & Cake Co., 

LIMITED, 

FINSBURY COURT, E.C.2. 

Telephone: Telegram*: % 

1404 Clekkenwell. "Olymcake, Ave. London.’* 

Factory: SELBY, YORKS. 
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ONTARIO 

The Premier Agricultural Province of Canada. 

~THE Farms of Ontario are within easy reach of excellent 
* markets, schools, churches and stores, are usually on the 
telephone, and linked up with the cities by good roads, 
electric tramcars and railways. Many have hydro-electric 
power and light. 


FREEHOLD FARMS 

complete with buildings, can be pur* 
chased at moderate prices on easy terms. 
Farms can also be rusted, with option 
- - • to purchase. ■ - • 


For information and free booklets , write — 

Agent-General for Ontario, 163 Strand, London, W.C.2. 


BY APPOINTMENT. 

WATERLOO ROUND FEEDING CAKES, 

TO. most pcrltct MIXED FOOD .n Hit Marktt 
I Of ail ciastt* ol Stock. 


WATERLOO 97% PURE COTTON CAKES 

GUARANTEED FROM EGYPTIAN SEED ONLY jg WATERLOO 9 7 °/* 
Guaranteed 07 per cent of Purity. 


WATERLOO FEEDING CUBES 

Made m two sizes—Cattle and 8hoep. 

BARS QUALITY AND GUARANTEE AS TEX 

WATERLOO ROUND FEED1N8 CAKES. 


WATERLOO 87% PURE LIN8EED CAKES I 

ANGLO SHAPE. L«s****. 

Gsarsateed 07 per cent of Purltv mad to eonUta sboat 12 per m gA TERLOO 37% 
seed Oil. Under about t per osot. Band. 

■R* freet FINEST QUALITY U USE ED. THOROUGHLY SOREEN ED. 

8eld on the contract warranty of the Royal Agricultural 8ociety of England. 

vt *« Guaranteed pure and to be delivered in good condition.*' * ^ 



Manufactured 


bjr the WATERLOO MILLS GO., Ltd., HULL, 
"rtnlm. aw* la ATM BAO... TUB AV 


AVENUE, MUU. 
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For You°’JYour Sons 

SETTLEMENT IN 

SOUTHERN 

RHODESIA 

provides real opportunities in a 
young self-governing 
BRITISH COLONY where 
TAXATION IS LIGHT 
GOOD LAND IS CHEAP 

Genial Climatic and Social Con¬ 
ditions prevail, and great 
AGRICULTURAL and MINERAL 
WEALTH await Development. 


The Southern Rhodesian 
Government (in conjunc¬ 
tion with the Imperial 
Government) affords 
assistance to approved new 
settlers The assistance 
includes: 

Cash grant towards 
steamship fare. 

Gash grant during 
period of tuition. 
Loan on easy terms for 
permanent improve¬ 
ment of farm. 
Payment of purchase price 
of Government land may be 
spread over 19 } yean com¬ 
mencing 3 years from date 
of occupation 
The Land Settlement Offi¬ 
cer, High Commissioner’s 
Ofcce (tor 15 yean with 
Department of Agriculture, 
Southern Rhodesia), will 
interview prospective set¬ 
tlers at any tune or by 
appointment 

Aidrm Enqtana, Secretary : 

HIGH COMMISSIONER 

FOR 

SOUTHERN RHODESIA, 

\ roam House, 
Aldwych, London, W.C.2. 


FOOT and MOUTH DISEASE 


PURE SALT LICKS OAN “”™" T “ 



KEEP YOUR 


STOCK IN Q.P.(R|DEAK.WALKER*TEST)t4 

PERFECT spray THE HOOFS 
CONDITION AND 

AND WARD OFF WASH THE MOUTHS 
OF THE ANIMALS. 


“SALUNOL’ 


Salt 

Licks 


INFECTION. 


SUPPLIED WITH 
HOLDER TO 
FIX ON STALL. 


GREAT DEMAND. 


DISINFECT ALL 
HOUSES. 

ADD TO THE 
LIMEWASH. 

STRONGER THAN 
CARBOLIC. * 


APPLY TO YOUR LOCAL AQINT OR DIRROT TO I 

CAIT IIMIIAII ITR COLONIAL HOUSE, LIVERPOOL 
9IILI UniUN LIUuj A STOKE PRIOR, Nr. Bronttgrm 
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NATIONAL PROVIDENT 

Institution tor Mutual LIFE Assurance. 


C. R. W. Adeano, Enq., C.B. 
Cosmo Reran. Esq. 

Hon. dire Btgham, C.M.G, 
Sir Lewis Coward, K.C. 
Robert E. Dickinson. Esq. 


DIRECTORS l 

HON. VICARY GIBBS. 


Hugh E. Hosts. Esq. 
aTb. LesUe-MehdUe. Esq. 

G. Cedi Wbiteiey, EsqVK.C. 
Vincent W. Yorks. Esq. 

L. F. Horn, Actuary and Secretary. 


Write for particulars to — 

48 GRACECHURCH ST., LONDON, E.C.3. 


Scotch Seed Potatoes 

From Selected Stocks of all the leading 
Immune and Non - Immune Varieties. 

Enquiries Solicited and Prices on Application . 


THOMAS McCLUNG, 4 * 81 1 , S?“urSS ua,us - 

Telegrams "McClunc, Edinburgh" 


BAGSHAW’S 

C1 I EBRATED 

FOOT ROT 

DRESSING 
FOR SHEEP. 

An infallible Remedv for 
the cure of Foot Rot if 
the printed instructions 
aie followed, at a cost 
under Id per sheep 

SOLD IN BOTTLES- 

1/6 MU, sufficient for 29 ShMp 

2/S . 48 . 

3/6 „ 70 „ 

12/-. . 350 . 

>Aithdirectims lor treatment 


IMIWiDE, BIILEYI Cl. 

Cktmuts end Druggists, 

IPSWICH. 


FERTILISERS & FEEDS 

Special Mixtures for 

GRASS, CORN & ROOTS. 


c Slav 
• Maal 


S m M wJun 

Sdphatetf ____ 

Nitrate of Soda Rap* ] 

Nitrat* of Lune Fun Mow 

Potash Salts (all lands), A ot her Fortdnsn 

Diuood * Cotton Cains, Decorticated 
Cotton Cahss it Msal, A other Foods. 

CLOVER, GRASS A ROOT SEEDS. 

HY. RICHARDSON & CO., 

Shsldergats Bridgt Works, YORK. 

ANDREW WEIR & Co. 

Sack Manufacturers 
and Merchants : 

21, Parliament Street, 

LIVERPOOL. 

Are buyers of every lund of Empty 
Cake and Meal Bags. Best prices 
given and carnage paid on lots of 
300 upwards. 

Ako st LONDON, HULL, Etc. 






















Large White Pigs 



WORSLEY JAY 35th (20419). 

FIRST and CHAMPION Boar Royal Agricultural Society’s Shows. 
Manchester, Cardiff, Darlington and Derby 

The Walton & Worsley Herd 
of Pedigree Large White Pigs 

Vht T*roperly of Sir GILBERT GREENALL, Bt. CVO 
WALTON HALL .... WARRINGTON 

At the Royal Agricultural, Great Yorkshire, and the 
Royal Lancashire Shows held in 1925, the Herd 
obtained Twenty«four Prizes and Two Gold 
Medals with entries in 18 Classes,for Large White 
Pigs. Also First Prize and Breed Cup at the 
Smithfield Club Show. 

First-class Stock for disposal. 

Export Trade a Speciality. Correspondence Invited. 

For ‘Particulars and appointments to view , apply to :— 

The Manager, 

The Office, Bridge House, 

Higher-Walton, near Warrington. 

^Grains met at Warrington Station by appointment. 
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LONDON DAIRY SHOW CHAMPIONS, 

1923, 1924, 192S. 

AYRSHIRES 

TRIUMPH 

AGAIN 

AYRSHIRES WON THE 

BLEDISLOE CHALLENGE TROPHY 

(or the best exhibit o( six good all-round Dairy Cows. 

(For the third year in succession.) 

BARHAM CHALLENGE CUP 

for the Cow gaining the greatest number of points in the Milking Trials. 

SHIRLEY CHALLENGE CUP 

for the Cow giving the greatest weight of milk in the Milking Trials. 

B.D.F.A. GOLD MEDAL 

for the Cow gaining the highest points in the Milking Trials. 

MOND PRIZE 

for the best two animals bred by Exhibitor and got by the same sire. 
RESERVE for the 

SPENCER CHALLENGE CUP 

for the best Dairy Cow in the Show, gaining the greatest number of 
points by Inspection, Milking Trials and Butter Test. 

RESERVE for the 

NATIONAL MILK CHALLENGE CUP 

for the Cow gaining the greatest number of points 
per 1,000 lb. live weight in the Milking Trials, 
and RESERVE for the 

MORRISON CHALLENGE TROPHY 

for the Cow, exhibited at three consecutive London Daily Shows, gaining 
the greatest total number of points (at the three Shows) on Inspection, 
Butter Tests and Milking Trials. 

For full information about “THE IDEAL DAIRY BREED H write to 

Hugh Bane, Secretary, Ayrshire Cattle Herd Book Society, 58 AUoway Street, Ayr. 
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To Milh Producers 






?S^4S 

\ * ? ^>**> 


r--. 


.‘Da 1 

JSgjS 


We are always 


to oonelder the 


urohaee of First Class Dairies of Milk. 


THE CHEVIOT SHEEP 

is unbeatable as a crossing 
proposition for the production of 

MUTTON AND WOOL 

Give it a trial. It will pay you. 

Principal Ram and Ewe Sales at Hawick and Lockerbie in September. 
Particulars from GEORGE DAVIDSON, Se c ret ar y,! 

THE CHEVIOT SHEEP SOCIETY, 

1. BRIDGE STREET, HAWICK. SCOTLAND. 
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BREEDERS’ DIRECTORY. 


HOB8B8. 

Arabs. 

Entry Forks for Arab Horse Stud Book, 
Vol HI, and for Arab bred Register 
for the produce of Stallions or Mares 
entered in Stud Book, and Applica¬ 
tion Forms for Membership will be 
sent by the Secretary, Rev D B 
Montenore, 15 Wyndham Street, 
Brighton 

Peroherom. 

Cnivalis A Sons, Ltd , Histon, Cambs 
Stud of over 100 head of Registered 
Peroheron Horses, including a coi sider- 
able number of French bred annuals 
Prizes include Three Reserve Cham¬ 
pionship and Twelve Firsts at R A S I 
Shows At tho Bath and West Show, 
1925, Three First Prizes and One 
Second Pnze were won with four 
entries Colts for sale or hire 

Suffolk!. 

Bawdsey Hall Stud Property of 
Sir Cuthbert Quilter, Bart Numer 
ous first and champion prizes Mares, 
Stallions and Geldings for sale T A 
Crombie, Bawdsey Estate Office, 
Woodbndge 

Packard, Horaoi & bovs Shotle* 
Ipswich, Suffolk Suffolk Ilorsos 
Mares and Tillies by Sudbourne 
Beauchief and Champion Hiutleshani 
Agility for salt Station Ipswich 
Telegrams Shotleygatc 

Thoroughbreds. 

Beautifut Thoroi i hbruds, also 
Hi nt*RS 1 340 premier prizes hi n 
Sues Silver Grill Kings Premium 
(C liampion Hunter sire imparting tlm 
right temperament, and of leapors) 
also Silver Fox C lirst London 
George Dickinson (ark Mills Cark 
m Caitnul Lancashire 


PONIES 

Polo. 

Briqht Herbert Thf 0o\f Silver 
daie Carnfobth Stallion Silver 
dale Cheerio Won Tight Puns at 
National Pony Show 1925 and Five 
Pn/ea at Chester Roval, including 
medals for beet Fill} and best Foal 
Station Silverdale Telegrams and 
Telephone 19 Silverdale, Comfort h 

Shetland. 

Auchlochay Herd of Pedxgrfe 
Shetland Pond- a Pomes of all 
MN for sale—pnze winning strains 
Mr*. Douglas, Auohlochan Lesma 
hsgow, Lanarkshire, Scotland 


PONIES —continued, 

Welsh, 

David Davies A Sons, Blaenpxstyll 
Stud Cardigan, Breeder and Dealer 
in Welsh Cobs and Pomes, all fast, 
with stamina Won Pnases, Royal, 
Cardiff, Manchester, Bath and West, 
Swansea, Welsh National 

CATTLE. 

Devon*. 

Werrington Park Herd of Devons 
Stook Bull, Champion Devon County 
Show, 1925 Young Bulls and Heifers 
for Sale Inspection and correspon 
dence invited A M Williams, 
Launceston, Cornwall 

Dexter. 

Everard, W L (M P), Ratcliffs 
Hall, Leicester Breeder of Pedi¬ 
gree Dexter Cattle and Berkshire 
Pigs 

Galloways. 

Big oar, Walter, Grange Farm, Dal- 
bf attil , Scotland Breeder of high- 
class Galloway Cattle Can supply 
animals of best type for pure or cross 
brooding 

Guernseys. 

Currif, Alice C Pedigree Guernseys 
Milk records kept White Turkeys, 
White Wyandottes Tel 34 Old 
Place Mayfield, Sussex 

Macllod, Mbs Markham Tarm, Has 

TON IN GORDANO, NEAR BRISTOL 

Pedigroo and non pedigree Stook 
usually for sale 

Pedigree Herd Proub winning 
Guernseys, bred from Island strains 
Bulls and Heifers for sale Mrs 
R C Bambndge, Elfordleigh, Plymp- 
ton, S Devon 

Hereford!. 

Dfvehbux, The Hon Mrs , Hampton 
Court, Leominster, Hereford 
shire Hereford Cattle Winner of 
many First Prizes, Cups and Specials 
Mostly the Old Hampton Court blood 
Bulls, etc , for sale Apply, Southam 
Estate Office Station Ford Bridge, 
G W R Telegrams. Hope under 
Dinmorc 

Jerseys. 

Btampied, Fonthill Jersey Down 
oalvmg Cows and Heifers always on 
offer, also Bulls from Milk recorded 
Dams 

Mae Hayes Sadler’s Pedigree Heed 
of Jerseys. Tuberculin Tested 
Descendants of 3-gallon Cows 
Official milk records kept. Young 
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CATTLE —confcausd. 

Stock always for sale. Apply, 
Little Hallingbury Park, Bishop’s 
Stortford. 

Stern, Sib E. D., Bart., Fan Court, 
Chertbby, Surrey. Herd of Pedi¬ 
gree Jersey Cattle, whioh have passed 
the tuberculin test. Many pnse- 
winners. Bulls, Cows, and Heifers 
for sale. 

Kerry. 

Hilliard, John, Lake Hotel, Kil- 
larmky. Famous C&stlelough Herd 
of Kerry Cattle. “ The herd of the 
present day." Many recent prises 
and championships won. Including 
1024 and 1925. Choioe animals for 
sale. Choioe non-pedigree Kernes 
for sale; commercial pncea 

Palmer, Captain Richard Elliott. 
The O.P.H. (Registered prefix), Oak- 
lands Park Herd, Newdigate, Surrey. 
Pure Pedigree, Registered Kerry 
Cattle, pnze-milkmg, butterfat, record 
strains, type breeding The cham¬ 
pion economic milk producer of the 
World. Apply, the Foreman 

Lincoln Bed. 

Staplepord Park Herd op Lincoln 
Red Shorthorns. A few young 
Bulla for sale, from tested milkers. 
Apply, C. S. Harvey, Wymondham, 
Oakham. 

Bed Polls. 

Bredfield Herd, property of, and all 
bred by Lachlan White, Esq Official 
record of whole herd 844 gallons per 
cow. Many prizes won 1925 Young 
Bulls of best milk strain and quality 
m excellent condition for sale. Ad¬ 
dress, Bredfield House, Wood bridge, 
Suffolk. 

Shorthorns. 

Duthie, Webster, Collynis, Tarves, 
Aberdeenshire. Seventeen miles 
from Aberdeen. Telegrams and Tele¬ 
phone: Duthie, Tarves. Annual sale, 
second Tuesday October. 


Dairy Shorthorns. 

Chtvebi ft Sons, Ltd., Histon, Cambs. 
Pedigree Dairy Shorthorns, 150 head, 
mainly fashionably bred Bates 
families. Millr recorded daily and 
oheoked by Ministry of Agriculture 
recorder. Official Butterfat Tests 
Champion Cow, Reserve Champion¬ 
ship Bull, 100 guinea Challenge Cup 
RXSJL Show, Derby, 1921, eto. 
Bulla and Bull Calves generally for 
Sale. Illustrated Herd Catalogue. 


OASTLB—eentfnued. 

Evens, John, ft Son, Bubton, Lincoln. 
Won over 100 pnzos London Dairy 
Show. Recorded since 1887. 1925 
winners include 2 Championships, 2 
Reserve Championships, 12 Firsts, all 
in Milking Trials and Dairy Classes; 
851 gallons per Cow. Dairy Bulls 
for sale. 

Fuller, Majob Robert, Great Coal¬ 
field, Melxbham. Pedigree Dairy 
Shorthorns. Producer of "Certified 
Milk" Official Milk Reoorda. Bull 
Calves from 1,000-gallon Cows for 
sale Tuberculin Tested Prizes 
1925, Oxford, Thtee Counties, Wilt¬ 
shire, Royal and lxindon Dairy 
Shown Enquiries invited 

Hobbs, Robert W. ft Sons, Ltd , Kelms- 
oott, Lbghladk, Gloucestershire. 
Herd of 500 Dairy Shorthorns. Nu¬ 
merous prizes won for inspection, 
milking and butter tests. The Hun¬ 
dred Guinea Challenge Cup for tho 
Beet Group of Dairy Shorthorns at tho 
Royal Show was, for the seventh time, 
won at Chester, 1925. Bulls and Bull 
Calves always on salo. All the cows in 
milk and .he stock bulls have passed 
the Tuberculin Test. Station : Kelms- 
oott, 2 miles. Telegrams: Hobbs, 
Lechlade. Phone, 20 Lechlade. 

Iwbrnb Minster Herd of Pedigree 
Dairy Shorthorns, fashionable blood, 
combining milk and flesh to an unusual 
degree; daily milk reoords, butterfat 
tests t inspection invited.—Estate 
Office, Iweme Minster, Blandford. 

Sobbrook Hbrd op Pedigree Daisy 
Shorthorns, property of Major 8. P. 
Yates, Broughton Grange, Banbury. 
Royal Show, 1922-25 1 Champion¬ 

ship, 2 Reserve Championships, 4 
First Prizes, J Second Prizes, 1 Fourth 
Prise, eto. London Dairy Show, 192S: 
—Championship in Milking Trials 
(all breeds). Championship in Butter 
Tests (all breeds). First, Second and 
Third Prizes in Shorthorn Milking 
Trials. London Dairy Show, 1924:— 
First and Second Prises Shorthorn 

* Milking Trials, Third Prise Shorthorn 
Butter Tests, the Desborough Cup and 
Reserve, and the Nelson Cup. Lon¬ 
don Dairy Show, 1925:—1st Pnze 
Milking Trials, 1st Pnze Butter 
Tests, the Desborough Cup and the 
Nelson Cup. Royal Counties Show, 
1925:—1st Pnze and Championship. 

The Earl op Sandwich, Hinchino- 
bbooke, Huntingdon. Pedigree 
Dairy Shorthorns. Prize-winners at 
Leading Shows. Telegrikns : Hunt¬ 
ingdon. Agent, Barkley. 

Thicket Priory Herd, the property 
of Lk-Cd. J. A. Dunnington -Jeffer¬ 
son, D.S.O. Bulla of best strains 
always on sale. Apply to Andrew 
Moecrop, Thorgaaby Hall, York. 
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CATTLE— continued. 

Sussex. 

Hurtley, Edward, Crowborough 
Warren, Sussex. Breeder of Sussex 
Cattle. Station : Crowborough, L.B. 
and S.C. Ry. 

Russell, William Cecil, Hare me re 
Hall, Etohingham, Sussex. Breeder 
of Sussex pedigree cattle. 

Welsh Blacks. 

Hall Green Herd, looted for hardi¬ 
ness, milk and bool. First butter, 
first milking trials, Hairy Slum Bulls, 
Cows, Hoiters for salo, including 
probable Dairy Show and Roy.t 1 
Winners. Crompton, Hall Green, 
Wakefield. 

Lincoln Red Shorthorns. 

Chivrrs A Sons, Ltd , Histon, Cam¬ 
bridge. Pedigree Lincolnshire Rod 
Shorthorns. Head of 150 beHt dual- 
purpose Cattle with Milk Yields up to 
1,500 gallons. Bulls and Bull Calves 
for sale from Cows with Official Milk 
Records and Butterfat Tests. 

Pctwood Herd or Prize-winning 
Milk Recorded Lincoln Red 
Shorthorns, the property of Sir Archi¬ 
bald Wei gall, K.C.M.G. Two Cbam- 

E ionships and fifteen First Prizes won 
i 1021, including Champion Female 
and Firsts m Dairy ClasB and Milking 
Trials, Royal Show, 1921. Three 
First Prizes, including First in open 
Recorded Cow Class, also Seoond and 
Third Milking Trials, London Dairy 
Show, 1922. Reserve Championship 
R.A.S.E. Show and ten first prizes at 
Leading Shows in 1923. 1st and 2nd 
Milking Trials, K.A.S.E. Show. 1st 
Milking Trials, Peterborough ; 1st 
Inspection. London Dairy Show, 
1924 , 1st Prize Linos. County and 
Petorboro’ Shows, 1925, for Dairy Cow. 
3rd Pnzo, Milking Trials, Royal 
Show, 1025. Bulls for Sale. Apply, 
Agent, Woodhall Spa, Lincolnshire. 
Stapletord Park Herd or Lincoln 
Red Shorthorn 8 . A few young 
Bulls for sale, from tested milkers, 
under supervision. Apply, C. S. 
Harvey, Wymondham, Oakham. 
Young Bulls for Sale, from this dual- 
purpose, prize-winning herd. H. G. 
Clarke, Forest View, Hinckley, Leices¬ 
tershire. 

SHEEP. 

Kent or Romney Marsh. 

Dunster, E. B., Monypenny House, 
near Rye. Established 1850. Reg¬ 
istered Romneys. One of the oldest 
and best utility Books m the Marsh. 
Ram Tegs sold annually in Rye since 
1879. Reserve Champion Ewe Flock 
Competition, 1924. 


SHEEP— oontinutd. 

Oxford Downs. 

Akers A Co., Henry, Black Bourton, 
Oxford. Podigree Registered Oxford 
Downs. Rams, Ram Lambs, Ewe 
Lambs, and Ewes on sale. Inspection 
invited. Annual saleB • Oxford, 
Cirencester, Shrewsbury. Kidder¬ 
minster, Kelso. Northampton, and 
Loicester Fairs. Many prizes since 
1915 at the Royal and other Shows. 

Fuller, Major Robert, Great Chal- 
field, Mulksham Flock Number 
385, Oxford Down sheep. Prizes 
1925, Oxford, Bath and West and 
Royal Sliows. Enquiries invited. 

Hobbs, Robert W., A Sons,Ltd ,Kjelms- 
oott, Lbohlade, Gloucestershire. 
This Flock was established m 1863, 
and consists of from 1,000 to 1,250 
romstered Oxfords. First Prizes won 
R.A S E Chester, 1925, both ram and 
owe lambs. Phone : 20 Lochlade. 

Romney Marsh. 

Finn, Arthur, Westbroke, Lydd, 
Romney Marsh, Kent. This purely 
grazing flock, tracing back to 1740, 
has gained many prizes for wool. In 
recent Ewe Flock Competitions it has 
been three times Reserve for the 
Championship, has three times taken 
the First Pnze in the Large Flock 
Class, and in 1922 won the Champion 
Challenge Cup. Ewes and Rams for 
sale. Inspection invited. 

Ryelands. 

Fenwick, Mark. Abbotswood Flock, 
144 ; best breeding and type ; winners 
of First and Champion Prizes Royal 
Show, 1924, included in flock. Rams 
and females for sale. Apply W. W. 
Foster, Upper-Swell, Slow-on-the- 
Wold. 

Shropshire!. 

Atkins, Lieut.-Col. E. C., Stbetton 
House, Stbetton Baskervtlle, 
Hinckley. Renowned prize-winning 
flock of Shropshire Sheep, established 
over 50 years. Ewes and Rams 
always for sale. Inspection at any 
time. Station : Hinckley, L.M. A S. 
Rly. Apply owner. 

Sonthdowns. 

Luton Hoo (95), property of Lady 
Ludlow, established 1870. (a) First 
prise for Southdown Wool at all 
Royal ShowB from 1910 to 1924. 
(b) Medal and 8 Challenge Cups, Chi¬ 
chester, 1923. (e) Championship, 

Gold and Silver Medals, Royal Show, 
Leicester, 1924.—W. J. Fleet, Estate 
Office, Luton Hoo, Luton. 

Kxeble, John R., Bkaxthax Hall, 
Manningtree, Essex, has usually for 
sale Shearling Rama and strong Ram 
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PISS — continued . HI8CELLAHE0US— continued . 


The Whabfkdale Herd or Pedigree 
Middle White Pigs. Royal Show 
reoord: Won Championship 1908, 
1909, 1910, 1913, 1914, 1915, 1919, 
1921,1922,1923. and 1925. Also First 
Prise for pen of three Gilts at 11 suo- 
cessive shows. Well-known charac¬ 
teristics of the herd are true type and 
fine quality, combined with size and 
sound constitution. Prompt and care¬ 
ful attention to all inquiries and orders. 
Prices always reasonable. Apply: 
Leojxild C. Paget, Middlethorpe Hall, 

POULTRY. 

Dorking. 

Major, Arthur J. Breeder and ex¬ 
hibitor tlurty years. Champion Dark 
and Silver Grey Dorkings, “England’s 
best fowl.” Pnzos at all Shows, and 
exported all over the world. Prices 
moderate. Eggs, 1*. 9 d. each. Arthur 
J. Major, Ditton, Langley, Bucks. 

Miscellaneous. 

Hpaknshaw, Roger Fletcher. Fox- 
hill, Burton Jo voe, N otts. Breeder 
of pedigree laying White Wyandottes, 
Bameveldors, and White Leghorns. 
Also exhibition Black Rosecomb and 
Sootch Grey Bantams. Birds and 
Eggs for sale. 

GOATS. 

Skidmore, Miss, Ashley Leigh, Box, 
Wilts. British, Saanen, Anglo-Nub- 
ian, Swiss. Goats. Goatlings and Kids 
for sale. Officially recorded by the 
N.W. Wilts Milk Recording Society. 
At stud : Imported Champion Saanen 
Sohnappes and Heddon Saltpetre. 

JDS0ELLAHE0U8. 

Hall, Capt R. 8 ., New Hall, Ten¬ 
uring, Essex. Pedigree Suffolk 
Sheep, Large White Pigs, Red Poll 
Cattle, Suffolk Horses. Numerous 
nzes won at Royal and County 
hows. Choicest stock for Sale at 
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reasonable prioes. Export orders a 
speciality. 

Hubtley, Edward, Crowborough 
Warren, Sussex. Breeder of Shire 
and Arab Horses, Polo Pomes and 
Bedlmgton Terriers. Station : Crow- 
borough, L.B. & S.C. Ry. 

AUCTIONEERS. 

Franklin and Gale, “Auctioneers 
and Live Stock Agents, Market 
Place, Wallingford, Berks. Per¬ 
iodical sales of Hampshire Down 
Sheep at Oxford and Ilsley Fairs m 
August. 

Gloucester.—Bruton, Knowles Sc 
Co., Estate and House Agents. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Agricultural 
and Timber Valuers, and Valuers for 
Estate Duty. Firm . H. Knowles, 
F S L, F.A.J , Rofereo under the 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910; G. N. 
Bruton, F.A.I. , R. W. Dugdale, 
F.A.L ; F. Peter, F S I. 

Lincoln, Horncastle and Woodhat.l 
Sr a.— J. E. Walter Sc Son, F.A.L, 
Agricultural Auctioneers and Valuers, 
specialise in Lincoln Red Cattle and 
Longwool and Pedigree Sheep of all 
breeds. Valuations for Probate and 
Inoome Tax, EstAte Agents, House 
and Insurance Agents. Offices : Bar¬ 
clay’s Bank Chambors, Lincoln ; 10, 
Banks Street, Horncastle; and Wood- 
hall Spa. 

Northallerton Auctions, Limited, 
Cattle Salesmen, Auctioneers, Valuers. 
Cattle Sales every Wednesday. Horse 
Sales monthly. 

West Herts and Bucks.—Sedgwick, 
Wxall Sc Beck (incorporated with 
Rumba! 1 & Edwards, St. Albans), 
Land Agents, Auctioneers, Tenant- 
right Valuers and Architects. Offices : 
Watford and Great Missenden. 
Wyatt Sc Son, Chichester and 
Havant, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Markets : Chichester, alternate Wed¬ 
nesdays ; Havant, every Tuesday. 
Tenant-right Valuers. Farms and 
Estates managed. Established 1820. 

ROYAL VETERINARY COLLEGE, 
Camden Town, London, N.W.x. 

(Founded 1791.) 

Professor Sir John McFadyean, M.B., BJSc., 
ULD., 1C.R.C.VJL, Principal and Dean. 
The Attention of perents and guardians is 
called to the excellent pr ospects which the 
Veterinary Profession offers to young gentlemen 
of good education. 

Com p l e te Courses of instructio n are given for 
the Diploma of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons and the B£c. Degree in Veterinary 
Science of the University of London. 

Full particulars of (lasses, Maes (including 
the dement Stephmaon Entrance Scholarship 
of £80 per annum ), Feet, and duration of terms 
are given In the Cottage Calender, oopiee of 
which may be had on application to 

Thomas C Wight, Sarwtary. 















TENTH EDITION 

(8EVKNTY-NINTH THOU8AND) 
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Elements of Agriculture 

A TEXT-BOOK 
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ROYAL ACRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF ENGLAND. 

By W. FREAM, LL.D. 
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PART I.—THE SOIL. 
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